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TO 


FROM 


ce lSA£m^andufyi • united st^s government 

12/11/59 


DIRECTOR, FBI 



SAC, NEV/ YORK 


DATE: 


b3 







O 

POVLBWG-JENSEN 

'“Ws^LP^ma^ni^FOmkTlON concerning 


\ 


SUBJECT: 

V 

T, 

On 12/4/59. ^ 

NY, NY, telephonically contactea 




.1-L| 


recalled that 


had originally 

on BANG- 

ana nis dii 

xiculties in maintaining in j 



confidence the names of the Himgarian refugees fumiBhing 
him inform ation on the Hun garian revolution in his capacity 
in the UN. I I stated that since his death, she 

has felt there has been gossip among individuals in NYC and 
elsewhere, as v/ell as speculation, as to the existence of 
on-han' riA ^ n-f*iiig>nr»p> and intrigue in relation to s death. 


Isoeculated as to v/hether this wasi 




previous day 


cited two examples stating that the 


mi 


arl'^T-i •hVin'l- 1 


BAITO-JENSEM to thel 

_1- 



IstatedI I inquired as to x-jhether 


Rnovj vmeuner f 


~\ hov^dvef, I I seabed 


1 


oes no- 


a 6 
g i ® 

O Ui O 


b6 
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suarea 




: 


Bureaul 



NY 62-11243 
NY 100- 
NY 100- . _ _ 


rl 

J- 


Vjn'"(gr 


/ 


REC-W 
EX 108 dec 15 1959 















The above is being submitted-for Bureau's 
information. / 


/' 








'TOL 


Now! LET US SEE IF 0» EDGAR HOOVER Is 
ALL TH T HE IS CRACKED UP TO BE AND . 

bring in the parties who Murdered 

THIS GREAT PaTRIOT* 




FEB. BU. OF INy.’ 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE! 


\ f ^ 


22 DEC 2 1959 


RECORDS BRAt«H g'' 


■FEB. 


C!asr.Hied hy 

LaveOi.O'i'-laSSlo'- y — 


& - 941 


im.-I 



DEC 14 19 S 5 





1 J 

■■■•”'/ 





V.%4^ 


fiTOEC18195!'i 




Mr. Tolson 


DeLoaoftf!!— 

*<^1 Mr. M Guire,_ 

I Mr. Mrihr_ 

Mr. Par.^ons®^^ 
Mr. Rosen 

I Mr. Tamm- 

Mr, Trotter_ 

Mr. "W.C.Ballivan 

Tele. Room- 

Mr. Holloman_ 

Miss Gandy- 



! 



Ma 














:eenville. south Carolina 


PAGE FIFTEEN 


NEW YORK (UPI) — A miss¬ 
ing Danish diplomat fired from 
fche United Nations for refusing 
^0 reveal the names of Hungarian 
freedom fighters was found shot 
io death Thursday. Police said it 
was suicide but a demand was 
Immediately raised for an invests 
.gation into any possible “foul 
play,” 


have any fear of serving them 
but substituted spiced beets be- 
cause of “all the publicity.” I 


t Is Shot To Deaf! 


The body of the handsome, 
six-foot diplomat, Povl Bang- 
Jensen, 50, was found lying in 
a pile of leaves beside a bridle 
path on the outskirts of Queens 
borough by two residents who 
were walking their dogs. 

Deputy Chief Medical Examin¬ 
er Richard E, Grimes, who per¬ 
formed an autopsy, officially list¬ 
ed the death as a suicide. . 

However, Robert Morris, a for¬ 
mer Senate investigator, urged 
that police make “sure” there 
was no foul play in the death be-i 


cause, he said, Bang-Jensen was 
in possession of information the 
Russians did not want published. 

Morris, who was chief counsel 
for the Senate internal security 
subcommittee during its investi¬ 
gation of the 1956 Hungarian re¬ 
volt, said Bang-Jensen had “an 
important message” for the West. 
He said he had papers to prove 
that the Danish diplomat knew 
secrets the Soviets did not want 
revealed and he had turned the 
papers over to the fBl and to 
the Senate. 

I Despite the New York medi¬ 


cal examiners ruling and the 
fact that police found a suicide 
note on Bang-Jensen^s body, 
Morris said an investigation 
should be made ^*into all the 
circumstances that appear at 
first blush to indicate suicide 
to be sure that foul play was 
not employed and made to 
look like self-destruction.” 

The FBI said it was not inves- 
itigating Bang-Jensen’s death be¬ 
cause there was no indication of 
a federal crime. The FBI did, 
however, talk with Bang-Jensen 
several times before his death. , 
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SAC, Savanmh 
Director, FBI 


CONFt 



'DecembmpciD, 


b3 



PQVL 

Misx suAmoDS - it^omAfiom coNcmmm 
^spiom&sT^^^x 

Under date of 12/2/$$ Bureau receive an 
anonymous commtmicatlon addressed to Attorney General Bogers 
tohleh ms postmarked ll/30/$9 dt Augusta, Georgia, 

This eeamunieation contained a return address giuen as 

_ lAt^usta, Georgia, ^ 

Enclose with the anonymous oommisiioation ms a elippirsg 
from page 1$ of the "Greensille Bews,” Greensitle, 

South Carolina, captioned "^Danish Diplomat is Shot to 
Death," The exact date of the issue from uhich this 
clipping ms taken does not appmr but it ms apparently 
from an edition published sometime between ll/^/$9 and 

h728/S9* 

The anonymom note uhich was typewritten 
consisted of the following conmentt "Bowi let us see 
if J, Edgar ffoover is all that he is cracked uppto be 
and bring in the i^rties vBm murdered this great patroit," 

You are requested to advise the Bureau whether 
or not there actually is an address such as that given on 
the letter to Attorney Ge neral Umers, If so, th e identity 
of the individual holding\ Augusta, 

Georgia, together with ariy inftrmdtibn m your files con^ 
cerning the individual, should be forwarded to the Bureau, 
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WAAtgmh 
( 4 ) ' 

(I 

NOTE: The anonymous communication referred to above 

could not be ddentified in the anonymous letter file. 

While it is probable that this return address is fictitious, 
it is felt that an effort should be made to check this matter 

out and to identify the author of the anonimous note to _ - > 

the Attorney General, 


DEC 18 1959 f 





Trott^ 

W.C. Sullivan 
Tele. 

Gandy _ 


MAIL ROOM I 




TELETYPE UNITl_ 1 





AUGUSTA, «A 



/ A//^/ r 

WILLIAM R0^4-/ATTORNEY ^fNERAL, 

"D^art/ment of Justice 
/\ / ’ Wash I NGTON, D»C* 














Batet 

Tot 


Beoember l6» 1959 





» * •♦•f 


Tromt Jtolm Bdgar Boover, Bireetor 

6 ) 

Subjeott POVL BANO^^JSiWSB 

c(m0mBmQ 

fe TIONAGE - s7\fS^^ 

loaed are a aopy of a letter to m 
from Chief Juetioe M, T* Pfielpog Supreme Court of 
the State of Ariaona, dated Beaemher lOg 19$9». 


and a copy of my reply to him dated Beoemher 1^ 
^959$ eonrieeitton with oapttoned individual* 



W.C. Sullivan 
Tele. Room _ 
Gandy 





A 


# 


* 


❖ 






Tplson •_ 
H&lmqnt - 


DeLoach, 
McGuire - 

Mohr_ 

Parsons ^ 

Rosen_ 

Tamm_ 


Trotter___ . 

W.G. Sullivan 

Tele. Room_ 

Holloman_ 

Gand/_ 


Jueoouibcr 10, 1039 


FhoaniXf 4ri”ona 


Dear 


b6 

b7C 

\ 


b6 

b7C 


/our Ictier of Dcocribcr 1, 1939^ /ia^^ boon rcooivod, 
and ijour hind eicpTStioion of confidence in HiC tj^orh being done 
bg '(iiiG FBI is deeply apprecia'iedm X ctr; glad also i^ia'c you 
have found ny boohj '^Jlastcrs of Deceit^** of intoroai!m 



you enclosed, 
the matter you 

Police Bepartnent and in the absence of any inforv.abion re¬ 
flecting juriediction on bhc part of the Fisly it tvas not 
possible for us to enter the case* You may be assured^ hoi&- 
over, that the facilities of our Identification Division and 
FBI Laboratory are constantly available to local law anfpreo- 
nant agencies in cases of this type* 






■?»? 


Sincorely yours^ 









CO 


NOTE: Bufiles reflect one prior letter from same correspondent 
dated 5-19-59 in wiiich he brought to the Bureau ^s attention 
press releases mahing allegations concerning the manner in which 
\iae investigated the lynching of Mack Charles Parker in Poplar- 
ville, Mississippi• Bulet 5-8 8-59 ref uted these charges and re- 


'lated press releases vjere sent 
BCLsblattdidmr 

(3) 


(44-14403-346) 
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MAIL ROOM cm 


TELETYPE UNIT CH /• 
/ • 


Ni canid A'j 00 asevoD?'' 





. 

* • M-' 


Ri\H9MES'' 


I 

' Vj 

f' \ 

\ 

V' 

\ 

"s. 

N 

\ 

\ 


APARTMi 




COMMERCIAL PROPER' 




REAL ESTATE LOANS 



he 

hlC 


December 1, 1959 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington 25> D, C, 

Dear Mr. Hoover* 

I am taking the liberty of again addressing a letter to you and -wish 
to than k you for th e information in your letter to me on May 28j 1959* 


I am enclosing sn Article by the foreign editor of the Arizona Republic 
on the death o#^an^Je nsen . I am firmly convinced that Bang-Jensen 
did not kin him^^lfT^'Think the communists murdered him. I do not 
know if you have the authority to investigate this death, but if you^ 
do ha-vB I urge you to make a thorough investigation. Also enclosed is 
an editorial from the same paper on this tragedy. 

hava hp. oomp. acquainted with your nexv head of the F. B. I. in Phoenix, 
and have found him a very wonderful person. Tour former agent 


here, I I suggested I read your book, MASTERS OF DEGEIE, which I 

did a nd have G ad the members of my committee on Americanism and Anti- 
Communism of the State Elks Association also read it. I was in the ^ 
drugstore the other night and saw they have it out in the pocket e^tion 
now and I am going to buy a dozen to give out to my friends to rea * 
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Wi 










a_... 




'’r'f 

Paul Eaiig-jenseh, the coura- We also know precious little 
geous Miti-Golfimunist' and for- about the state of the body; ^- 
iner 'y.N. .Official, was found ’Cept that it was .drenched be^ i 
, dead , thanksgiving, ©ay ah, Ai- ;cause of the heavy rain. Jf so, 
ley Park; Queens. New York., , ,i,^,does it haj^Ch Mt the 

He had beeh missing'three- called, spiade- note rei^rt^iy 
days, and three hights. The Nejy found on the body v/as in .good' 
York poiice jisted the death as» and legible Condition? , 

'•an obvious aie of suicide." ^ , 

'B^g^Iensen's' body was cr^ t6r, €v^ a lypevmtten: letten! 
mated yesterday and his, ashes after it has be.en exposed to j 
■are being, ffowh to 'his native . several, days :df fain? . i 

•city,. Gbp^hag^>.'^here .r. ; 

hefal ^ is; to -take ’ place next 
r week.. ' • ' 


B R?E:S'S ^?pRXS indibate' ' 
that when Bang^.-jenseii’s ;bbdy 
was found by police, a ,25 cal¬ 
iber automatic pistol was also 
found, ‘‘clasped in. his fight 
hand, the barrel still pressed to 
uhis' 'light temple:** The pistol;’ 
' had* heeii bought by-, Bahgrjen- 
sea ih" Washington .nearly '20 
y^fs- ago,; 


In addition, i 
the-QueaiMei^! 
uty chief medi¬ 
cal examiner, 
who sup'eiryised i 
th.e autpp^, 

• tpid. the .press 
the state of the 
body mdicated' 
^ death had tak¬ 


en place less 
than 24 hovirs A 

•years-ngo. ' ■ .). • ^ PaSev ' before the body k,, 

:?l|:*v^_??;%f®f4?®*|,'^Af/®^v^\R2mg-jensen had" been missing | 
jot hi^se^ 111 th^rtemple, 'fte ■;foj.-,,,i 3 yer .three .days aiid three'lf 

. nights. Where’was hei for .over 

.found pressed to^his tep. .^^g^ours; before the revolver 

Pl®* . shot-ended his .life?, - .. 

;handi The impact>pf shot ah 
mdst*'C'crt a^i niV' would have 


Th^se .and many, pther perth 


thrown 'the ipistdr out of his neiit questions; will' have ito 
['hand,/, • ^ , ;knsW'efed?befp're/we accep 


The fall .of vdie/body- tdq,: 

"Wouid^bave ipade^ahy sueh/^^^ ,, 4:ii^ 

-Moii ifnpos^bk, ' ', ?houl4 pever; forg^- ..thaf . tiie 

- ^ <C6mmunists\nre-real specialiste 

Even scfecalled'instantaneous id-'staging “suicides/*’ Many' 
death ’b'y ^a/f^shqt in .tiie head' prominent tmti^^oininimiste-M 
fca\U;S’e qphyulsipnsi. w h i 'c.h. i^een liqurdated' ini this way by 
greatly changei; ih ;a matter of .Cdihmimist assassins;' ' , : 

■.seconds,.^bodi.didposjtionof d^^ .. ./ ^ : 

i'b^y.dhd' tension of. TiK'PERSONALITY, chafa.C'r: 

l-:musclfei. ■ ' ' * ' - tef^and'iife.#'Bangrjens^.a^^^ 

; •' ; :i.,think,i&e m6pt-.elpguhnt relu? 

! VOJaE®'‘-IMPORTJW.T: fgets. ,tatibri;o£the.sfiicide'thepry;,' ' ■ 

!laMdefy :the'suicide'thtidiy; . 

iiA' ’ ’-t X,. 'vj- . .fknewBarig-Jensen.quite well 

.! pefsbndily, and .J' .can-. hoBestiy ' 

was; foimd, was neither Temote ffidfl-had -rarely seen-adess 

- jor isplated. Itjis a pret^ fell, vsuicfdal t^e"' person; 
frequented’ park area, .with -a ^ *'/- . ' / 

big housing'' deyei^ment very He was a- very levehneaded 
. hear'hr -^bd moderate, mm, Who. had 

V- -i. .made-a^'sucdessful‘Career 

, ,young;lawyer'id’his'hativeB^ 

’ . mamed >tl?ere.nnnpticed fpr oyer . v */; ' ' / . V , I 

‘Sree ;days^ahd 4hree hights, es- , ^ L.atef, as*: .f | 

thpj . in the/ ;and iJ;N. officialiA h^lumressed I 


‘suidide yersidh bf Bang,r Jem 
'seh*k '’ 4 'e.'a th. 'A:b 6 ve all,'we 


heii the- j^ihe in:jth|/,;;and 


THE ARIZONA REPUBLIC j 
PJiOENIX, ARIZONA 
Sunday, November 29, 1959 








jj'^verybody'with.'his ^V6n'.temper, 
I hard work, modesty, and great 
I personal charm. 

Mth the exception of the U.N. 
|>ig shots who fired him,, all his 
former ’U;N. colleague^ I have 
spoken to had nothing but praise 
for him;, , ' 

m^ny 

^ goodlfflehds JhvDenmafk, ihclud- 
' ^'”1 P^wspaper; edi- 

' politi- ^ 


B/ 
devoted 

was vet;y 



. very 
, . j^He adored 

bd flv^,\&ildreri. and 

proud; of ihis homer 


His wif6 te^'fiesi that he was; 
his *‘usual; :self**‘ when hfe‘ left 
Ahis house ph the 4ay of his dis- 
I j appearance. 

iL iuipofs, the Bangr 

jf enj^ehs were hot. ?ih a difficult 


fmahclai^poshs^r®!^ 

Latest press: reports ffpnr.’New 
York quote “police sources'* 
who, in :tufh, quote three psyr 
chiatrists; as reporting Bang- 
Jensen had been in a “de^ 
pressed** .state; had been-.t^*ng^ 
sedatives and -tranquilizferSj and 
had “contemplated suicide;'**’ 

But the Rev. Bela Eabian, a 
'Well-known,, Hungarian freedom 
fighter; -testifies’ B^g-Jensem 
ha^ warned his friends -not to 
Relieve m’ any 'jiiifcide theories' 
in -case he were,found dead., , 

/knew his Gommipiists’^eil, / * 

' OUR 'READERS will remeni- 
ber that PaUl. Bang-Jensen, as a 
seniorU.N. -pdliticai 'officer, had 
been largely responrible for the 
excellent apd very anti-Soviet 
U:N. report; oh Hurigafy pubiish- 
•ed in 1957;, The report; Had ,'been. 

, bpsedhn eyeWthess^ accounts by 
I ffungarikii 'fe|g^m- fighters. 

4.5 alktij^^ljes 'iii New York 
ti.Nj 
some -pf ,tiie 
inpsfimpManp/^.N. jobs/Bang- 
' Jens^ would hot surrender &e 
names hf the.ffeedpm fighters -to 
' the U.N. secretariati 

. He proposed that the lists- 
/shpujd; instead, be burned. 


} 


"The, U.N. - secretariat* agreed'^ 
and the lists were .burned atop 
tlie U;N. building in.liiepfesence 
of U.N. officials:: • \ 

THE controversy t h e:h 
could have- been -convehiehtly 
closed; but for Communist p^res- 
-surd ,and: the. cnielty :6f UlN. 
bureaucrat^', 


Harig-Jehsen*s-anti-Soviet actiyi-' 
•ties,.'Sihgled:him\out for persecu¬ 
tion,, defamatiPh^ and' destriic- 
^ion« The U.N. ^secretariat 
obliged, and Hang-j^seh was. 
dismissed for' ‘'misconduct:** 

^ By not letting the names; of 
Hungarian freedom fighters fall 
into vGommunist hands; Bahg- 
-Jehsen .undoubtedly saved-many 
Hungarians from death,,torture, 
ior .prison: 

In so-doing,, he' sacrificed his | 
career -arid' ripW, his life. '' 

The Gommunist butchers- of/ 

; Budapest. cariNthiis .claim ^^pther 
victim; He was slairi* riotbn cap^ 
five Hurigarian* t&rfitory; but oijl^ 
;the free, soil of the United Stated i 
of America. ^See/editorial “U;NJ J 
Murder,** Section 1, Page 6i I 













^ *< **-|Hi-S7AfeMR€rti5l^h£W)fXPWu.-''‘‘, \ 


^i %gg‘6 :. Sunday^ •November 49^^^ 

|i 'Wh?‘teJ-hei'pinfQffhel.Lord'is/There Ubeftf. I 
I • li rGorihthiahf^ 3:17 | 

Publisn^teve^ Moi^^ . ’ | 

;, PHOENIX NEWSP^ERS,- INC. ^ | 

120 Ekst Van Buren, Phponix, Arizona " j 

; EUGENE Oj. tULiJAM. Publisher ' 

L . 'G 5 ^e??scjnes of the LqTd shall he hroTcen to 
[ out of heaven ^dtl/He thunder upon them. I 
; Samuel 2:10. . * ‘ 1 


I ..^/sgussing tragic death of fpnher Danish ; 
idiplpmat and U.N.. senior political officer Pa^.uly 
|Bang-J:eriseh the authoritative liahish Haily, Ih- 
tformatipn. says-hluftti^ ‘'They murdered.him at 
|thp\Phitpd ^ 'Christiansen, head- 6 f 1 

' ©^pish delegatidh, expressed ithe ^"^pro-:. 

^fouhd sorrow^ of his countrymen, adding that he;; 
'Considered Banp;-Jehsen ‘*a highly,gifted, yer^\ 
energetic and vpiy inteUigentp^^^ who^e actiphl I 

Mrs] i 

|Hele 4 Bangrlenseh told the' press: ‘‘My^husband j 
was a.veiy:reaspnable^^ h p li e s t and prihcipled I 
man. Mrs. Bahg^enseh'a^ that hen 

Ipp'shafid had: strong religipus scruples * against the’j 
idea of suicide and had: said to friends, in. her pres-; 
ence, thdt suicide isi a‘‘senseless-, useless- things^ ; 

THE HISTORY; of the Bang-Jensen case is v/ell i 
jKnown ;tp:puf proud to. say that The j 

Ari^oha Republic was one of the very first Aitneriv 
can-papers tO'drawpu^lfc attend to the Scandal: 
bus ivay ia which this honest aiid couragePus, manJ 
'Was-treated hy the Uhited N Tn his regular I 

Sunday column, ''’Wbidd Prpbiejhs,,'^ , o loreigh 
editor today discusses- further ^details concerning * 
,the reported'-‘suicide’-;and gi^ impressions | 
of the personality of the Danish dipTom'at whom he 
times. We are sure we^ shall \ 
have further things to say later about the-very j 
mysterious circumstances of'the/‘suicide.’’ At this 
point, however, we would like to- stress^ in agree--i 
ihent with 4 he' Danish;dailyi Information,'that- we ^ 
hold the United Nations; Mlly responsible for -the | 
BangrJehseh; Sang-Jehsen’.s; politieaL,de -1 
sWcfiohjj. Which preceded his physical destruc- j 
.tioh, w^s ppoiy planned ahd^cfuelly oxeputed’iB^ 
the ■U.Nj, The blood of the martyred/Dani'sh diplo-! 
ip|t stains theh^ds' of many prornment. tfN. of- ' 
we-are sad to add,’ many Xmeri-J 


; siTO 

■drew Cofdier, first assistant tb'lO. Secretar3rtrem- • 
feral. DagHammarskjpld. j^nbther American, Ralph 
‘Buncha, a senior U.lsT. official, 'also took .a{ most 
■active part in the . campaign. Th e h;'e.a>d dfi the 

if A ' TT. XT Am- TJii-hT*Tr Tih/lorp. 


w&dSj however^ -he-hacked, fully the U,'N. Stand < 
■against Bang-jenseft and eveh went so far- as- to- j 
.write letters to U.S. senators .and other public | 
fi^es jusiafyihg .the way the U-N. secretariat ,had ,i 
traated 'Bangriensen-. The finishing, stroke' was, | 
'dalivared by Dag; Haniiharskjdrd himsaltj; wtoo,,; 
filled Bahg-Jenseh after pubiishihgamamofand^ 
fu3f of most glaring inaccuracies; ■ ; 

' xf.t. and vicious canapaigaj 

agaihst BangrJehseh had ona sole purpose -r^^tpdei- 
sttpy his professional raputatioh, and to defame 
his:per;sphai,,ihtegfity, ,|iihy:.#a^;3|l' t&is Porte? Be- ^ 
.. capse- Bangr'Jensahi- had ;tc)ldi.tfi®'’tru,th'^ that thp 
■ U:.ir. secratarSat is stacked, with '.Dbm'muhists arid: 
cdrtimupist- aganfs .who domiftata its .politics, and i 
■didfate’most'bf its gdmihistrativa afpons. ' j 

Yes,' they did m’urd’er'him’ al’tlie ‘hr.N: 'To say' 
Kth 5 eTaast,;this shduldgiyeaifAmafapa somethingtb 1 
i,think kbd'ut; FOi* the.'after alh/functiofis am 
I imericah: territory- and is' supp6rj:ad larjge|y' py; 
tStedriaah; monay.. Wiir the- AmeriGSh .people let 
. ■MiD.N..murderrest.unSol;yed? Wi'iltha Aiiiericaijl 
[‘p^dpie. allow Ban^i.jensen?s. -•D.ifi, iflurdafers t^ii 
to|m atlarga? ' ’ ... ---J 
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Fiioenix, Arizoru, 




Decmher 14, 1959 



Dear 


your letter oS Qacenher 1959»> rsitlt. vyUch 

you enclosed a Letter to you from Senator £arry Goldwutcr 
dated Deoenhar 3» 1959s been received and your 
observations bjave been noted* 
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Tolson. 


Belmont _ 
1^ DeLoach ^ 
McGuire 
Mohr __ 


Parsons 
Rosen _ 
Tamm ^ 


Trotter ___ 

W.C. Sullivan _ 
Tele. Room 
Holloman ^ 
Gandy_ 


Por your inforirJZtion,no investigation into 
tJic death of Povl Bang-^Jensen vns conducted by this 
Bureau inasmuch as the ratter did not involve a Pedcral ^ 
law over which this Bureau has investigative Jurisdiction* ^ 


Cinceroly yours, 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 


CO V. 



CD 




r/AA:gmhry. 

fjj 

NOTE : nuraau. -filths cont ain no derogatory information 

concernina \ I He previously corresponded 

with the Bureau in May, 1959: <^t which time he identified 
himself as the State Elks Lodge Association chairman of 
the committee on Americanism and anti communism* (4-4'-14403- 
346), He indicated he had recomnended to r^iany-Elks Lodges 
the purchase of "Masters of Deceit" and that he had defended 
the FBI against communism* At that time he requested 
information concerning the Parker case in Popularville, 
Mississippi, and was furT\ished'rd copy of a statement 
dated 5/^0/59 regarding hrt'ac'io< RQ charges that grew out of 
the Popularville case* appears to be a close friend 

of Senator Goldwater of 'Amsona, 
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RANCHES 



APARI^TS 


COMMERCIAL PROPER1 



CUlNrXpctM I 


December 7j 1959 


• REAL ES TATE LOANS ^ 

' McGuire- 

Ml\ MoT>v, ■ 

Mr. 

-I^Mr, - 

I Mr. Trciter- 

Mr, W.G.SulHvan 
Tele. Room—_ 
Mr, Holloman—. 

Miss Gandy- 

-^ 


Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation I__ 

Washington, D, C, 

Dear Mr. Hoover: U Mq -=*0 9. i^Z t P 

. f j 

^Enclosed pj lease find a letter I received from Senator 
about Bang-Jensen, which is self explanatory. 

I think if we can get the people of the United States to kick 
out the United Nations we XTOuld be much better off. 





O£ftUWtE30Y.«^ 


0 '“"® ^ I M 






!^T\A^ 






ff£C- 


fK-1^ 


7 dec !'<' 1959 














^RR.y COLDWATER 
ARIZONA 


'^tnUeb Senate 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 


COMMITTEES: 

iHTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 

Labor and Public Welfare 

Select Committee on 
Improper Activities in 
The Labor or Management Field 

Chairman, Repubucan 
Senatorial campaign Committee 


December 3^ 1959 


rnosnix, Arizona 


Dear 


If I am in Phoenix on the l8th, I will be at the coffee 
at Shields, but the chances of my being back from Salt Lake 
City are rather slim. 


am fis disgusted with the Bang-Jensen episode as you are. 
and I had a long series of correspondence on this man 


last year, and I am hoping that his conscience is bothering 
him every minute of the day over the treatment Bang-Jensen 
received. 


With best xn'RhP.g 
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Ijcocmber l6, 1959 


I! 


Mi e 

Sc'S 




Tolson_ 

Belmont_ 

DeLoach_ 

McGuire_ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 

Rosen_ 

Tamm ___ 

Trotter_ 

?i.aci( 

G^y —JZJZ. 


Honorable iT* T/^Ualps 

Chief Jitstiec of the Supreme Court 

Phoenix, Arizona 

dear Judge £ 

T have ijour letter of Peocmber 10, 19591 *- 

concerning the dispOQition of the reported cuicide p 
note of Pool Lang^xJcncen, and I fxtve noted gour 
observationa aa to the possibility that it teas a 
forgery, . ' 

*s indicated in your letter, lir* Eang^Jensen 
had been dioaissed froit the United ilations and at the 
ti ->']0 of his death reao c.iployed by Q.'MP, a private l- 
organisation, in l!cu York City* Under the cxistijig 
oircyxctanocB, the death of IT* Bang^*Jcnsen li^t a 
natter over liliich this Bureau has investigative pir 


;/7 

|f / 


furisdiction* X 
of your letter t 


da,d,a copy 






information and any action it may deem ncc^saryKr ^^ 




Bincerel H yours^ 


sw 




/ I 


f/AAsgdsyA'^'C/: ' ' P-,' ii-/ ' "'. 

S) /' •, - 4 V V ■ , 

NOTE: ^stice Phelps wrote to express his~ 6few that the vjtdow 
of POyl^Bang^jenfSen is the person [ent-itied to his suicide note 
whtoh^aJJdfSing~~txrnew3 reports, the PoLice Department has 
declined to turn over to her, and that she is only one who could 
state if it is a forgery* He feels that since Bang-Jensen was 
member ,of, W Secretariat, the U*S, Government has authority to 
demand its presentation to her for aerutiny as to its authenticity 
and he e^repsed the trust that .his letter would be turned over 
; to someone whoyjiaO‘aptf^oritij to require action in this matter* 
Bufiles reflect he'nds-previously been in correspondence with 
'Bureau and'has expressed his admiration for the Director and 
; the Bureau* (61-190-^765,770) ^ 
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CHIEF JUSTICE 
M.T. PHELPS 


FRED C. STRUCKMEYER, JR. 
LEVI S. UDALL 
J. MERCER JOHNSON 
CHARLES C. BERNSTEIN 


\ STATE OF ARIZONA 


Mr.^ 


♦ 


fe 

<t> 

ui a S' 


> y \ , V) 
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December 10, 1959 


Honorable J. Edgar Hoover |- 

Federal Bureau of Investigation - 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: ^ 

At the time Mr. Bang-Jensen was so ruthlessly ^ 
discha rged from th e Secretariat of the United Nations 
I wrote ) n a strong letter concerning the same, 

as did many people throughout the nation. It appeared ^ 

to me that he did the only honorable thing a man could / 

do under the circumstances. I 

According to newspaper reports since his death, | 
the police department has declined to turn over the sui- | 
cldal note it is claimed he left to his wife, even after I 
the police department has pronounced his death as a sul- 
1 cide. According to my view she is the only person in 
this world who is entitled to that note, and she is the 
only person who could definitely state whether it was ] 

in his handwriting or a forgery.' I recognize that there 
are limitations upon your power as a federal bureau in¬ 
vestigator, but it does seem to me that since Mr. Bang- 
jensen was a member of the Secretariat of the United Nations 
that, as a fflgmber of that organization, the United States 
Upvemment has the authority to demand its presentation 
to her for her scrutiny and a pronouncement by her of its 
authenticity.!—^ be done it certainly .should be 

done although!_jrefused to lift his finger in 

defense of his position at the time he refused to vio¬ 
late his promise to Hungarian c^izens that their - 

mation would be: kept secret to'^^^^ent nartTri gal <b— 

I I trust will txim tms .le ' CLe jiL-UJ i ^x uu - 

someone who has authority to require action in this matter- 


Mr. KfdjSuire-f 

Mr. Mohr-J 

Mr. Parsons—E^ 

,! Mr. Rose n K 

I Mr. Tamm- 

Mr. Trotter-- 

!, Mr. W.C.Sullivan 

\ Tele. Room- 

j Mr. Holloman-— 

1 Miss Gandy—^ 







: * 




W^th every good wish, I am 


.on in this matter 

D6C13 1989 ■v/ 


/ 


Daloo‘.Dec|3S3'*^ 


MTP:r 


ftegory:^ 
ion IndeOn'^® 


■ Sincerely, 
















4-22 (Rev.* 7-24-5,9) 

V * * Federal Bureau of Injl^tigation 
Records Bra^B^ 


Name Searching Unit - Room 6527 
Service Unit - Room 6524 
Forward to File ^view 

Attention ^_ 

Return c2 VO 9 

V Room Ext. 


Ty pe of References Requested: 

I I Pfigulnr Request (Analytical Search) 

All References (Subversive & Nonsubversive) 
j [ subversive References Only 

I-1 Nonsubversive References Only 

r. I Main_References Only 



Ty pe of g earch Requested: 

^^3^estricted to Locality of- 

I t^^^l Exact Name Onl y (On the Nose) 

I I B uildup I i Variations 


Subject — I_ 

Birthdate & Place 
Address- 


Localities 


, Date_^_ 

FILE NUMB 


iSearcher 
/Initials . 

SERIAL 











Dear Sirr 

I have just heard Dean Clarence Manion*s radio 
program on which he stated the Mr# Bang—Jensen was 


murdered. As far as I can read, NY police are going 
to let it go as suicide. Cannot your department, tio 
sanething to catch the murderers of this brave man? 
His murder must not go unpunished. 

Y ours truly- 


'Pi 


/j U 


r 


241*359 











.10 DEG 23 1959 







STAfJbARD KORW NO. tU 

' A ^ 


Office M.em^ndum 




• UNITED STJUES GOVERNMENT 


TO 



DIRECTOR, FBI 


SAC, NEW YORK 

a 

POVL BANG-JENSEN 

MISCELLANEOUS, INFORMATION CONCERNING 


DATE: 


12/22/59 


Enclosed for information of Bureau is an airmail 
letter addressed to Mr. J. EDGAR HOOVER, 201 East 69 th St., 
New York, and dated 12/4/59 in Stockholm, Sweden, 




ML rsFOiTixi'.-tro/i y^f- 


2 - Bureau _ 
1 - New York 


End. 1)(RM) 
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OPPNAS HAR . OPEN HERE • OUVREZ ICI • HIER DFFNEN 


Z7, 




IS!?- J, Edgar Hoo'vrei?* 
201 East 69 street 
New Xoi^. 


* 'Z 7 


AVSANDARE 

SENDER 

EXPEDITEUR 

ABSENDER 


r/j 



FLYGBEFORDRAS OVER »EtA VARLDEN UTAN 
TILLA6GSAYGIFT. BEFORDRAS ICKE SOM AERO¬ 
GRAM, OM NAGOT LAGGES INUTI. 


GODKANT AV KUNGl. GENERAIPOSTSTYREISEN. 


llungdahls, Nybro 
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_ T» -1 -n - Jjockholm den 4/l2 1959# , > 

~ ~ p <r. WAR : S'aw 4^"n - CU/wA ~ /^<^ / / 

As you don't know is the secretary General of the United, Nationss, Dag Hammarskjbld, an secret Kominformagent, an "s. 
secret Agent of S^wjet* At the house, of “Aftonhladet” here in Stockholm was it for 2 years ago a fotostatcopy of 
one letter hy the hand of Dag HammarskjSld which letter shows to 100^ tne reader of this letter that he, the wrigh 
ten D^ Hmammarsjbld is an Kominformagent, Written with his- own hand and not a± with typewriter/ I think I can 
und&rsstand how the Sowjetsmen had get him to. work for Sowjet* For 2 or 5 years- here stand a yotmg man, 21-22 
ye%(& old at the church of the Pentecostal revival at Ebrstrandsgatan and spoke about his former sinful life be¬ 
fore he had been a. real practically Christian, All the Old Members of the community shall hear auch^spokings* 
from the new members. He spoke and told them, that he some times before had been a servant or valet of Dag Ham- 
liarskjold and too, that he had helped him with others things too, tha-t means that Daghomosexuell and that 
he, the valet, hatf been the negativ part* This had, I am sure, the Sowjetmena knowii^ia^oxhan they had with black- 
maal got him to do. so for them^as they want. His old father, now dead, an redl gentleman, had here manny times 
told peoples that his son, Dag, was too very very fond of - money* Homosexuel is not in the dictionarj^. but it 
means that he, Dag, likes men and not women/ it is an sickness, from birth in this case, belonging to the hor- 
monsjwho ar wrong by his parents. When Hikita. Chrustjew this, sximmer was on hollidays in Kaukasus at the Sea he 
was visited there by Dag, Hikita, bloodhound;, then took an rowing-boat and together with Dag he rowed in the sea ^ 

to be quite adlone with him there for speakings. Why?? Hew instructions?? For Laos-case? Instmotions to Dag to 

against the will, of Sow jet to do a tripp to Laos himself in order to take oontroll there and then the newspgpers 
had to write that Sowjet was angry of Dag, becuase he had done against Sowjeta will or wishes. This tactic in or¬ 
der to make, some' fogg"for critic yei^s, I told Povl Bang-Jensen this in a big letter adressed to him to the 
Daniil Embassy in Washington and I think now, that he had tried to mss knov/ more about Dag and his Sowjetmen a^d 
therefor Povl was killed with his own revolver after having got something in a cigarett, thea, coffe, some prison, 
5^he Drama of the former Palace is at Mayerling in Aus;tria or Bohmia just before the first worl^ar was not a 
Wicide or assassination of crown prince Eupprecht and baroness Marie Vetsera, An jewish police-officer shot or 
killed -them both in their sleeping-room in their beds, when sleeping, it He belongs to the body-guards there. It 
s hould be scn^'empty room" in the Middle of Europe and that Stabilisation Power of Dobblemonarchy Austria -Hungaria 
shuuld be burs ted. The nex shot in the jewish plane, came at Sarejewo, from Gavril Princi-py an jewish Serbian 
Student, And - then they, the jews got, what they want, the first wori(^ar was the fact, Uriinspan-} -another jew, 
shot the vom Hath in Paris at the German Embassy just after the Konferens in Munich and he got then, what the 

secret hand of the jews wanted, the second world war* Our crown prince, Gustav Adolf, _toc^was killed at Ksstrup 

aeroplace at Copenhagen by an sabotage from an kommunist^who then got asyl at the Sowjet Embassy there and was 
put away to MoskwaX and had nice suppers there and one morning he didn't wake up irrore^f—he-^as__dead and couldn't 
spoke more about hie orders and killing,*"An old lady hsaEK here who once was married at the Eoyal Court at Vienna 
sckKXExshK with an high chamberlain and knew the right reason but whole the court must make an oath not to tell 
Haone about the right things during their whole life after this. She^di ^ jo>^ ut- spoke in a letter after her dead ^ 
— The marshg,!! Tito ist not the real Tito, he is dead during the war and/’tb.isone is- the former chainnan of the , 
killen bureau of Stalin and his name is Lebedeff, an sowjet marshall. Compare his dialect, russian^with that of C 


the real Tito who was an Kroat, of another dialect. Do something}/ foR YOUR CCUWTRYJ 
— --- —. ofi C 















Your letter dated .December 22, 10J9, has been 
received, and I want to thank you for your Holiday Greetings. 


In response to your inquiry, I v/ould like to advise 
that the iiivesti; 2 atioa concernin::; the matter you mentioned was 
conducted by the Hew York City Police Department, and in the 
afo_’ence of any information reflectiaL? jurisdiction on the part of 
the PEI, it v/a£t not possible for us to enter the case. I am, 
therefore, not in a position to answer your question. 


Sincerely yours. 




John Edgar Hoover ^4^ o. 
Director ^ ^ 












i 


Tolson_ 

Belmont _ 
DeLoach . 
McGuire _ 

k, Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 


NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. 
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Trotter ..... . 

W.C. Sullivan_ 

Tele. Room_ 

Gandy _ 
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December 22/1959 


Honorable J. Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: t 

It is ratnlS^'^tfficult to separate fact from fic¬ 
tion with regard to th&^ang-Jensen episode. There are 
suggestions that the p&tice^BungXed'^or are covering up the 
truth. On the other hand, it is claimed that it was a 
simple case of suicide - that murder by Red agents is a 
fairy tale. 

Are you in a position to dispel the fog which sur¬ 
rounds the incident, or is this in an area where security 
prevents any comments? As a citizen I am disturbed by the 
possibility that this man lost his life because he had the 
backbone to stand up for his principles. 

Thank you and best wishes for the Holiday Season. 


ARG,JR:OP 
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OPTJONAl FORM NO. 10 
5010-104-01 


UNITED STATES G( ^BlNMENT 

Memorandum 


TO : DIRECTOR, FBI 


OM : SAC, SAVANNAH 




date: 1 / 5/60 



C0H5 




subject: . POVL BANG-JENSEN 

JIISCELLANEailS - INFORf.'IATION CONCERNING 
/ (ESPIONAGE ) j <gm\ 


ReBulet, 12/10/59. 

On 12/lV59, l~ ■ 

Inspector, Aug usta. Ga., advised -cnat I_ 

I I Augusta, Ga., is rented by one 


Postal 


Reference is made to Bureau letter to 
Savannah, date d 10/14/59, entitled "Anonymous Commu nication I 
Emanating from ! I Augusta, \ 

Ga., Research (crime Records)" and Savannah letter to BureauJl/ 
in reply to this letter dated 10/29/59 and entitled the same,^ 
Savannah letter to Bureau 10/29/59 cont ains all informa tiori'^ 
available in Savannah Office concerning ! | 

)! 

2-Bureau (RM) v> ■'J 

1-Savannah ' /7 

JAD/pbc ^ 

ia:-p-— 


V' 




dau/puc ^ . 







> 


confioNjiaiJ 











44005 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 



In our opinion PovI Bang-Jensen did nof commit suicide. Anyone ds 
courageous as Fie would never take Fiis own life. 

We have always been suspicious of fhe deaths of Secretary of Defense 
James Forrestal, General George Patton and Senator Joseph McCarthy. 

Therefore, we believe it is time for Patriots to take steps to protect 
themselves. 


We have done the following; 


We have notified our lawyer that we have no intention 
of committing suicide. That if we are found dead under 
peculiar circumstances or should disappear, we want him 
to insist upon a thorough investigation. To keep at it 
until the cowardly murderers are exposed and brought to 
justice. 

We urge all patriots who are fighting to preserve our Republic to do' 
likewise without delay. 


A copy of this paper has been sent to the Sheriff of Orange County, 
Florida, the Chief of Police of Winter Park, Florida, and the head ^ 
of the F.B.I. in Washington, D. C. 
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SAC, New York 
REG- 81 director, FBI 
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1 - ifr. BBLoacti 


Jarmary 2^, 1<)C0 
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P07L BANG^JENSEN 
mscELLAMous - nwommio24 concebnimg 



' 1 ' 'it 


Beference is made to XtY letter dated l/lS/(^0 
relative to the captioned subject* Referenced latter 
pointed out that Bana-Jensen* when imerviewed vriq r 
to hts dea th^ 


~\on vnc bast I 



that ha promised not , 

1 and referred to an article in ^'Ehe 
£iev3 lorh Rost” dated 12/23/^9 indiratinr, that rnmnn-r 
reports had been circulated in\ 


b3 

b6 

b7C 


Ff 


'or the infomation of the IJemfZnclLJlIIlcn- 
the Burea u* as a result of in^iries at 


I \ has bee n advised that no information is 

'available throuah\ ^ 

I referred to in ’*fhe Nev) York 
jru;sb-^ ariiicie, ami tne isurcati has no information con¬ 
cerning the identities of the diplomats in guection* 



IHi 

^ ^ m 


In the event any pertinent information is obtained at 
a later date concerning Bang-Jensen* vou will be promjftly 

nrlt^ir'.of}^ i\ ^ t -.I 

j Classified ^ 

L. > I Exempt from GD3.*5&^ory f ^ " 

Da*a c? Der lassi.'/.d 


WAAzmsti 

w 

NJCEi Povl Bang-Jensen, a Danish subject who committed 
suicide during the latter part of November, 19599 has been 
the subject of considerable news iruddeating that some 
sinister source vns responsible for his d eath* Thn most 
■rflnr>rt.t rlnr\mr>Yi± invnl99t!>R an inquiry 


ni 


b3 


t 


for the vurr>OBe of attenr>tinn to 


directed, Senator Dodd of Connecticut 
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Tolson_ 

Mohr __ 

Parsons „ 
Belmont ^ 
Callahan , 
DoLoach . 

Malone_ 

McGuire „ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 


Bgnq-dcnsen x * 

Bang-Jensen was interview^ Nfvj York Office on 

9/P/5^ and * although %e^imdc refdren ce to this fact, he 
refused to\ \statina that he ha d 


stated that 



An aroicie in "insiiwu xorit dto, 11 ^/ 23 / 1)9 


Trotter_ 

W,C. Sullivan . 

Tele. Room_ 

Inqram .. 

Gandy _ 


indicated tfiat [ 
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^had learned from the FBI thja,t 


/') 


SEE NOTE PAGE 2 \ \- 








Ztettcr to SAC, IJew Yorh 
Bes PCfVX, BAl^C^ JENSEN 




thd 



Ne 

nave oneoited tnts flatter\ 



\kas advised 




_ _I M? 

tifiat this vxts about tha eighth version of th^ 
story previoyjslij Inward oonoerniny Bany<»je 7 m^n% m 


CONI 


&TIAtl 








STANDARD FORM 


iOffik Memomndum • 


UNITED STAGES GOVERNMENT 




SUBJECT: 


DIBECTOR, FBI -A^MO-FllXAIE AGBIW^. I/13/6O 

I-1 ftpyisE^ ^ ^ 

SAC, WEW 10 RK|_I 

POVL'BASTG-JEWSM \ 

MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING \ 


SAC, NEW lORK 


m 

m 


In the syndicated colnran Washington Report, under 
by-line of ROBERT S. ALLEN and PAUL SCOTT, which appeared in the 
"New York Post" on 12/23/59 under the title "Senators Studying 
Bang-Jensen Case", the following information, in part, was re- 
fleeted: 


"The mystery-shrouded suicide last month of the 
t former UN diplomat Povl Bang-Jensen is taking a sinister turn. 

On the basis of information from authoritative 
sources, a Senate internal security subcommittee, headed by Sen. 
Dodd (D-Conn.) is digging into the following sequence of events: 

"Several months before Bang-Jensen*s death, certain 
U.S. authorities were advised by him that three Iron Curtain dip¬ 
lomats at the UN were prepared to seek political asylum in this 
country ' if "assured of adequate safeguards.’ They had sought 
Bang-Jensen* s help because of their faith in the Danish diplomat 
V as a result of his refusal to divulge the names of Hungarian free- 
dom fighters he had interviewed. 

"In telling U.S. authorities about these three 
h'‘ potential Iron Curtain defectors, Bang-Jensen requested that their 
^ names not be put in writing. 

"Dodd has learned from the FBI that the names of 
big ^these Iron Curtain diplomats were included in three written reports 
'V ^ ^'Circulated at the State Dept, and among the U.S. delegation at the 
/^'SlUN." 


E 


Kv Attention is called to NY airtel to the Bureau 
, ih this matter, dated 9/3/58, which reflected results of inte^ 
view of subject by Bureau agents on 9/2/58 at the NIO. In "^is 
'airtel, it was pointed out that subject had made reference /to 
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'^2. - Bure au |_ 

1 - New York 
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OPTIONAl rODM^O, JO 

UNITED STATES GoliPiRMENT 

Memorandum 

-A, S', "Belmont 




• 7/. A. Branigdrrt^^^^^ 


date: i/ii*y6d" 

2 - Mr* Belmont 
1 - Mr* BeLoaoh , 

1 - Mr* Branigan / 

1 -I-1 / 


Tolson_ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 

Be^bnt_ 

^^6allahan 

DeLoa/h<^_ 

Malone_ 

McGuire _ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 

Trotter_ 

W.C. Sullivan _ 

Tele. Room_ 

Gandy _ 

b6 


subject: pc>];2: BANG-JENSEN 

MISOELLASEOW - INFOBIMTION aONOEENING 


ipr'jT\Al» 


. The 1/11/60 edition of the "Washington Daily News" under the hy- 

line of Lyle 0, Wilson (article attached) referred to the death of 
, Bang-Jensen, former United Nations (UN) employee, and indicated a task 
force of U,S, Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, headed by Senator 
Thomas J, Dodd of Connecticut, was cxmducting preliminary inquiry to deter¬ 
mine whether there was any Soviet.,J^nnection with the death of Bang-Jensen* 
Wilson's article urged that Boberv/s^rris, who is currently a candidate for 


Wilson's article urged that Boberw^S^rris, who is currently a candidate for 
the Bepublican senatorial nominationfrom New Jersey, be interviewed by the 
task force* The Director inquired, "Save we thorougKLy analyzed all angles 
of this case?" j- , 

We analyzed the Bang-Jensen case and found no basis for an inves¬ 
tigation by the Bureau in November, 1959> o.t the time of his death* 'We 
stated our position publicly at that time* 

Bang-Jensen was a Danish subject employed by the UN from 195^ 
until December, 1957* Me was suspended and ultimately dismissed from the < 
UN for refusal to turn over documents to the Secretary General relating t 0 ‘\ 
the UN inquiry into the Sungarian rebellion* Bang-Jensen based his action 
on promises to protect individuals he talked to regarding the Hungarian 
matter* During the UN controversy he charged Dag Hammaz^kjold and American 
members of his staff were under Soviet domination* ^ 

While under suspension and in connection with efforts to obtain hic 
reinstatement at the UN, Bang-Jensen contacted Bobert Morris, who was thenm 
connected with the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee* In August, 195^ 
Morris adnisp.d th.p. nurf.mi. f.'hn.t nn-nn^.Tm-nstfi.rt. i.ndi.nn.tf>d he had information 
regarding \ \f johich he desired to furnish 

to the Director, Bang-Jensen ultimately agreed to an interview with \ 

\ then ASAQ, New York Office, in August, 195^* I_ \made attempts to 

see Bang-Jensen between 8/I8 and Q/2/5 8 and Bana-Jensen finally agreed to be 
interviewed on 9/2/'j8* He declined to \ 
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— BSML-BMG-JENSEN 
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b3 

b6 

b7C 


|7^e cons istent! 
\to ASAQ 
da ta furnianp.d 


to \ 


refused to 

hat his ultimate objective was reinstatement 

"hn nn.r)n^.Tisinoort _ tivio _2 l 2J_ 


]an<i 


admit t[ 


in the IM, 


b3 

'b6 


I 


. *b7C 
le^ 


1 Prior to this t ime in Decemberj. 

relating to the 


analyzed data furnished bi^ 

Bang-Jensen IM controversy and nozea that his charges involved matters of 
a ?2 administrative nature within the TM over which the Bureau hn.d nn iurist- 

d ZOiZOTlm, J\T(^ hn o iP7i^y* ^-j 

or 


die 

liwar 


____ linto 

allegations of Bang-fensen^ and he presented no information which would 
warrant investigation by the Bureau^ ^ ' 


d he pre^t 


. . further analysis of this case was made in November, 1959> when 
the suicide of Bang-Jensen was made public and the question raised as to 
possible Soviet connections with his death* The investigation by the 
New York Police Department into the circumstances of Bang-Jensen^s death, 
which was closely followed by our New York Office, showed that Bang-Jensen 
was killed with his own gun which he bought in 1941 while in Washington, 
i?.O'.^ that he left a suicide note and that he had been taking psychiatric 
treatments and was despondent over his release from the UN* In this 
connection, it is noted that Robert Morris was among the first individuals 
[CO publicly raise Ihe question as to possible Soviet foul play in connection 
with the death of Bang-Jensen* He has produced no information to substanHate 
^any charge of Soviet foul play in the death of Bang-Jensen* 

A reanalysis of this matter now again reflects no basis for 
investigation by the Bureau* Bang-Jensen made allegations qaainst TM 
personnel _ which inp-ire). _I_ rmyxs-n/fni-Pin n-nr! if'ofused to disclose 


b3 


_ _ \ahen he was spec ifically inter- 

viewea on that point* We have no information from informants or available 
sources indicating that Bang-Jensen*s death was engineered by the Soviets 
and the New York Police investigation clearly reflects that he committed 
suicide* - ' ^ 

ACTION: 
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0-19 (Rev. 1-4-60) 



Tolson 





ai '^.5 nv*S':twi -s/o': 

-Jensen Lontroyersy 




Pgp^ns ryt>^, .. 
Callahan „, 

— 

Malone_ 

McGuire_ 

Rosen-- 

Tamm_ 

Trotter - 

W.^gJflWan — 

'WThWM 



(Note: This is the, first of txvQ coiumns discussing 
the mystery ofiKe death of the former United States 
officiaS, Povl BahgrJensen.) 

-pQVL^BAN.G-JENSEN is dead and gone, 
his body cremated, and the‘ ashes 
■'^ shipped home, to penraark; It just codld' 
i be :that Pdvl Bang-Jenseh will talk louder 
j from-thd grave thah'ever he did as a living 
I man. . 

You remember Bang-Je^risen^ of course, 

-^ ’He vyas'the discharged • United‘Nations 
official who disappeared‘last November 
arid whose body was found; finally, 4h ^ . 
New York park. Bang-Jensen was listed 
, as a suicide and that was thaWor was it? 

i . ' ...» 

I ^ .B^grJeriseh lost his UN job because he refused to ^ive 
f fo the UN 'authorities the names of Hungarians \vhpVhad 
1 ^cussed’with hirn the Hungarian r^el^^ .It was as\a 
I official that Bang-Jensen gdestloned/the Hungarians 
ahd'it as< a UN official that he promised to -protect them 
by hot revealing their names. He and they ^feared with 
f reason that the communist apparatus ’Would take, revenge 
p on them all If the names, were revealed. 

^ ^ 5^&’J®hsen refused, to., surrender the names because he 
I bgh^ed that communist .agents in the. UN would instantly 
I obtain, them and as quickly secretly denounce the Hun- 
I ganans who had given hini their confidence.. So he was 
I fired,and novv he-is-dead. ' ' 

J TT Ih the? 

United States nave urgent cause to wish Bang-Jenseh dead 
r so/did he kill himself, or murdered? The , 

,,'‘"Senate intern.^ Security sub-comniittee may seek the an- 



i swers to those questions. Sen. Thomas. J. jE>6dd: (D;j OohnJ 
heading- bne of the sub-committee^s nask forcds/’ told 
United Press International that his aides were talking to- 
the writers of 40 or 50 letters received by the sub-c6mnuttee> ^ 
each urging that the Bang-Jeiisen case be investigated. This 
preliminary-exploration will take two of "three weeks, where¬ 
after Sen. Dpdd will decide whether to summon lip Bang- 
Jensen's ghost. ‘ ' ' V' 

If Sen. Dodd wants, another lettef/ I hereby .contribute' 
one just received by hie from Robert Morris, of New Jefsey, 
who was Bang-Jensen,'s legal counsels Mr, Mofris^ is eaih- 
baigning against Sen., Clifford P. Case for New Jersey^ 
^.epublican senatorial nomiriatibh. -His letter tb me was' n 
Response to an inquixy whether the Bahg-Jehsen case real y 
avas important. More important than me Alger Hiss cas j, 
fwas Mr. Morris'^ estimate. He wrote; * - ' v . ; 
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Ssi'*^ 

114 


Malone 


Toison _ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons - 
Belmont _ 
^otl'Iohan . 
DeLoach { 


subject: 


POVL BANG-JENSEN 
IS — B 


S§8V 


1-15-60 


CONn,^HNTlAl» 


SB?.Br7: 


■•fT.ESS 


Tamm ^JL 
TrotterjE. 

w.c3>^® 

Ingrams^ 
Gandy __l 


* t \ ' ] 

BEOlASSnlEoJl^V&QiS-^'^ 

, I ' 



I Reference is made to the enclosed article of 
Lyle cAWilson, which appeared in the "Daily News" 1-13-60* 
Wilson writes concerning the captioned individual who lost hi 

Job\at the United Nations because he refused to surrender to - 

DagWcamarskJold the names of Hungarian freedom fighters who 
had\iven him information concerning the communist repression 
of tne Hungarian rebellion* A few weeks ago. Bang-Jensen 
I disappeared and subsequently was found dead* There has been 
f considerable speculation as to whether he committed suicide or 
was murdered* Wilson points/out that the weekly publication 
"National Review" has beenmgitating the Bang-Jensen case and 
further states that Bo fcgjgg; Morris a former of the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee servtd as Bang-Jensen*s lawyer* Wilson ^"'—= 
I Quotes statements from the\"National Review" which directs ‘L- 
ia strong attack against CIA* According to the "National 
^Review" Bang-Jensen had information concerning espionage within 
the United Nations and CIAs that the subject had tried to see 
^Allen Dulles on eight occasions, but all in vain* 


On 1 —14—6 0- 
mentioned article ■feoC 


[He advised that 


fs: 
O 

§825 

K — - 


__ Based upon information furnished/by 

~\ aav%sed 'there does not appear to be any | 
whats oever that Bang-Jensen had actually committed suicide, 
Ifoqs stated t hat Bana-Jensen never was in posses^lniL^ 


Enclomw<S^p^^ 

SJE/nmiC^LiT^ 

(ef ' i ' ^ 

1 - Mr* Hadsnant* 

1 - Mr* Branigan 
1 - Liaison 

I A -1 


(M 
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JAN 281 














Memorandum for Mr* Belmont 
BBt POVL BANO-JENSEN 
IS - B 

/!>< >7 

did confer roitfti_ 

actually seekinaX b 




reason that\ 


_ \it which t%me the subject was 

\ 3 upp 0 rt to take__ action against 
has also indicated that the only 


not new* "Nation^ 


commented 
ication are i^t 


iang-Jenaen 


iifzr.n re.nn.-ra. r.n tnp. ^'•Nn.’f.xnnni _ \ commenT:e 

that the |___ ]f‘rdm~^h{s publication are 

of course* not new* "Nation'hl Bevi ew" \ I 

\ 3 tated that \ I 

\bhat press mention of the Bang-Jensen 
vase aeems to oe increasing and spreading very rapidly* He 
stated that either there is really something behind the case 
not yet uncovered, or certain people are using th e case for 
ulterior motives* In the past two or three weeks] 
collected articles from various newspapers and has also received 
numbrous letters from private citiaens making reference to the 
BauQ'^Jensen m.nttep^^ Mention of this has been direct or implied 




The above is being set forth for our guidance and 
should be evaluate d for what it is wo rth* bearing in mind that 
the information is II 
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confiqeimTI)!' 










‘iao'f ..^ovb an I 





t^timony ot Robert Morris- of l<rei-v 

, -toiat but flie U. S. JwitSSgeucT"'' 

■■■ glE4lil"F« w! 

*<^ 11 . iNow^ Bang-Jensen bas lost also 



JSt’i’V* »J (5 fVW.-'i t 


: B® Hungarian rebellioi”* Nbw 
his ]!'e. Bang-Jensen bas lost also 

■ Pe?soSS”nl2l®So!S^'n®'f was Ji^ Some 

iiad knowledge of* Sovif^t suspect that Baug«Jcnsen 

m and GIA^ whicl rSdd operation!t tte 

communist cause; ' ^ ^enl. menace to the 

sif fe 

death 

W^P^sfhi the Dull« St^SoS 

“National Review” said”^ «« Hec. 19 . edition, 

“High eommuniat escapees gave Bang-Jensen specific. . 


i; toaiTand^in^ aA^ the UN lecre- 

_ St'hfe rSforf& 

^ altho they 1 

hr^v^''^ ^i^ ask them again and hot “National / 

both questions firmly to Sen but direct 1 

Sen. Dodd is a irieSfe of th^ (H- cS. ' 

^^™ittee, of which Mr Morris”mfA^®^^^^ Security sub- f- 
.members now are intervi6^w^an°”‘^1r«'''®® oounsel. Staff ■ 
to have some knowledge of thi Sn^-JeUn'Xif 

w^tefhl^im-bomSe^sSmau— will decide ■ 
^on case; Senate investio-ationt: *h® Bang-Jen- j 

cuted with much • vi^or ^®srin and prose ' 

n SS^^ JSf I 

sheltered area in rbA^n'a+* GfA >i 

Wiain W.plaitel?/SK * 

iJA S?‘S 5 !“„?.“ &$i"Sc£S^« em' 

-Eertaps Sen, poad „j„ 

.' 

r* /\ ^c«i fy> 

ALL mmmvr.Hn^tf«r^ 


LL jNFasMAnOi'l COfiTAIKED 
EKcJB,|S.U:;;CL/5tSiii£D 

^fEiAS=S9 ' Ryooi-filra. 
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UNITED STATES|||^VERNMENT 

Memorandum 

TO ; DIRECTOR, PBiQ 
^ FROM : SAC, HEW YORkF" 


¥ 




'"•ONS 


\ 

> 


i/m 


date: 2/2/60 


subject; POVL BANG-JENSEN 

MISCELLAIJEpUS^ IIsIPOBMATION CONCERNING 
/ ESPIONAG Elgj^A 

Re NY airtel, 2/1/60. 

Set forth belov/ Is a summary of oertalr 


Bureau is v/ell acquainted witH iBufile 100-341171). 

These dealings pertained to the case of POVL BANG-JENSEN, a 
former UN Secretariat employee v;ho was dismissed for "grave 
misconduct" and who committed suicide In November, 1959* 

- On 1 /on/^r> I ^dv1s<ad _ 

_ I that. I I Is very disturbed about 

the recent stories being distributed by the press re POVL BANG- 
JENSEN. 

: □ had particular reference to a story written recently 

"^y United Press International reporter LYLE WILSON, which directed 
charges of a "cover-up" to CIA concerning certain facets of the 

BANG-JENSEN s torv. The fuel for meat nf* thP>RP» a-hn-p-i pr . na-ld_^_ 

I Is belnfr supplied M _ 

















a call from 


•o obtain information 


tated that re cently I [ had received 

in Cincinnati^ Ohio, vjhere 






;o open an investigation 


ie--case-». 


By letter dated 1/27/60 unde r sub.iect's caption, 
the Bureau advised that neith er it norl 
had any information available! 


mif 


If mill I 


As for of "National Review", I 

finds it puzzling to ascertain iirhat his true purpose is in 
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printing artip.lp.q 1n. his publication such as he has in 
this case. referred to a recent article castigating 

CIA as covering up BANG-JENSEN's attempted contact of ALLEN 
DULLES^ head of CIA, and of the information BAN6-JENSEN had 
concerning infiltration of that ag ency as well as the State 
Department and the UN Secretariat, f 


But by his procedure of raising these 
questions in print along with blunt implications of a 
"cover-up” by CIA, he annarfintlv better serves his ulter ior, 
puzz ling motiv es. said What particularly galls i 

said I I is the fact tnat these persons, xfhile claiming 

to be sympathetic to BANG-JENSEN’s cause, are merely using 
the memory of this "fine, wonderful patriot" to s^rve their 

own ends. It is this "appalling fact" that spurs!_jto 

inquire further into the story of BANG-JENSEN to learn the 
truth of the facts which led BANG-JENSEN to destroy himself. 


tlso advised on 1 / 20/60 that 


J ] t hat BANG-JENSEN had been given*the authority 

I to maintain in his personal confidence the names of 8l 
I anonymous witnesses he had Interviewed concern1ng the Soviet 
I.;} suppression of the Hungarian revolt in 1956. j saidj 


/'j/ 


*xms requesting the UN to send 


copy of 



said 

V KJ 

-hi 



11 and would make it available to the NYO whenj_pecelved it. 

_ On 1/22/60 J called SA I I to advise 

I I had received the! I nentloned above and that it bore 

out what I I had described as "proof" that BANG- 

JENSEN had been granted "sole authority" for maintaining the j^g 

list of _8l anonymous witnesses confidential, j _jindi cated . 1 , 7 , 

I [wanted the NYO to have a copy of the UN docments, b?) 


3 








Indicated ! I had s poken to Mrs. POVL BANG-JENSEN and the 
latter had indicated ! I had a docioment written by BANG-JENSEN 
in 1957» concerning a visit he had had in November, 1957> 
with one ! I and also containing 

some statements regarding his views on suicide exclaiming his 
opposition to such action. 

On I/ 2 V 60 J b alled the NYO and left 

a message for SAl Ito the effect that ’’the document has 

arrived" - meanin g ! had receive d the 1 957 stateme nt writte n 

by BANG -JENSEN. On this date also, ! C ontacted SA 

I and made known to him the general contents of uHe 
BANG-JENSEN 1957 memorandum. 


I advised SASi _ 

was i 

)n the exclusive information ! I 
n the 1957 statement of BANG- 


on •cne suDjec-c or bang-jenbenj leave -cne i & generaj 

simimary of the 1957 memorandum, reading parts of it. 


a copy of 



I stated! I would provide 4ihe_SAS with 

957 statement or bAnG-JENSEN whej lhas _ 

t and also with a copy of the l I 

of the facts concerning the case of BANG-JENSEN. 


:clted abou1 


I'urrner 

I indicated that in! Jjonversatlons with Mrs. BANG-JENSEN! ! 

Shad ascertained that Mrs. BANG-JENSEN deplores the way in 
which "certain people" are attempting to place CIA and the 

State D epartment in an unfavorable light as regards th±s__ 

^mattpp^ I ^aid that the BANG-JENSENS Icnew ! 

I- 1 n<^y»gnr»>a I nr ^ r» n^ ^pany Of memUttX' UJ. ' 

uie In addition, Mrs. 
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|!|BANG-JENSEN has a very high regard for the FBI, said 
iand would be more than willing to talk to a represen' 
Hof the FBI. 


;ative 


_ [ was advised that as the matter of 

BANG-JENSEN stands, the FBI is conducting no investigation 
and has no jurisdiction in the case, that the matter of 
BANG-JENSEN’s suicide is a matter for the local authorities 
and hi^ difficulties with the UN Secretariat X'^as a UN matter. 



b7D 


b3 

b7D 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


b7D 






_ It should be noted that in the contacts vrith 

pot^d-a^ove, the agents neither agreed with the 
information ! I v;as furnishing nor disagreed vilth it 

were not in possession of the documents at the time ofj_ I 

calls or during the first interviews. Nor would they have taken 


b7D 
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a position even had they had all the documents. A reading of 
the facts of the case as set out in the UN docximents casts new 
light on the apparently highly explosive conditions that existed 
at the UN as a result of BANG-JENSEN' s charges and the efforts 
of the members of the Special Committee on Hungary to resolve 
their difficulties with BANG-JENSEN. \^rhile it is true that 
these documents present the UN version of the fa cts» they 


faci 

[ 


I 


b7D 


can not b e dismissed simply as a "pack of lies' 

l iescribed them). It should be noted that the 
cnairman of the Special Committee was a fellow countryman of 
BANG-JENSEN, Mr. ALSING ANDERSEN of Denmark. Further,it is 
noted that the general impression the public has received in this 
case is that BANG-JENSEN's trouble arose from the fact that he 
would not turn over to the Secretary General a list of names 
of the 8l anonymous v/itnesses v/ho had testified before the 
Committee. According to the UN doc\:iments, the issue of the 
8l names did not arise until some six months after the Special 
Committee had Issued its report. The issue of the names, thus, 
appears merely to have compounded the difficulties the UN was 
already having with BANG-JENSEN over issuance of the report. His 
later refusal of the Secretary General's order to turn the 
names over to him apparently proved to be, so to speak, "the 
stravr that broke the camel’s back"^ ^nd culminated in BANG- 
JENSEN's dismissal from the UN. 


that the 




contention in 

uw • s own aocTomehts proves BANG-JENSEN alone had 


b7D 


been given "sole authority" to maintain the confidential 
nature of the names of the 8l anonymous witnesses is also 


.open to^ouestlon. 
JENSEN'S visit to 


Likewise,! 
the UN HeajLun 


Icontention that BANG- 
(no indication exists 


I 


uiinic 

that any kind of a medical examination was given him) in 
November, 1957^ could be considered as conclusive of his 
I'lrilllngness to undergo a medical examination contradlciting 
the UN's stand that he had refused such a request, is open to 
question. Indeed / I notes that 

v/hen the matter was discussed v/ith BiNG-JENSEN, he had 
advised the Investigating Committee that he was not prepared 
to voluntarily submit to such an examination. 
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The above comments are set cut merely for the 
information of the Bureau and are not intended to cast any 
reflections on the po ssible motives:, intention s or objectives 
of either BANG-JEHSENI ^r the UW. I 

has 

and 'it IS expected!- Ha 


1^1 









handwritten notes and the u nderlining on 
^ere mde bs | ~| - 

/ Additional comments concerning the abosgre are being 
forwarded to the Bureau by separate conimun,l catl.on- 


fH- 52 


^ \ 

(3/- Bureau 
'd: - Nevj York 


mis. 

, - \ .. 


i - Hew yorlc|_ I , i-' !TS r^MSSO X 

JHH : J rn h.- ' .V« • V 


CONFi:^^TlAJi 


ApproWd: _y_ ». _ 

Special A<JW Charge 
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STANDARD FORM NO, 64 


Office M.enimmduin • united stJPes government 



TO : DIRECTOR, FBI 


OM : SAC, REW YORK 




*» 

SUBJECT: POVL BANG-iSNSEN 

MISCBLLAREOUS - IRPORMATION CONCERNIRG 
r^PIOFAGin 


DATE: 2/12/60 


/?*/ 




JW 


The following items of information concerning / 

captioned individual are being su bmitted for the information off, 
the Bureau and wara frnml j 

with whom the jl 

^'BurdAU IS familiar:- || 

'Sf I_On p/in/6n.l~ I fifliifld, saI ko 

I repor t thatl 
A named I 
5 

I 


3 



iim from the UN* 


BANG- JENSEN and his later dismissal of 


Le or no specifics/hAVe 


It should be noted thatl_ L inclndin 

the sub.1 ect« h ave made allegations! 

|in the past; however, little or no specifics>^a!Ve 

'bdeh fortl?r>r;^^-r, 

thatl 

Durifag vne interview of subject by Bureau agents, and as furnished 
to the Bureau by letterhead memoranda, he made allega 
natxire against | | but did not indicate that 





further advised on 2/10/6D tha 


^ 

( 3y- Bureau!_|(RB/ 

(l-100-3ip.l71) 
1 - New York /62-llP)v^^ 

1 - New York 

JRN:amd 

(5) 



)S{p.. 

51 FEB 16181 
























> 


* called_ on 2/10/60 to see if I 

f not the suble cti 
I boys and that I 

i pointed out ton mfiz tne 3ab,"ie6t h^i r 

|ana tjjaa-c it; •cnpremre Gonxa oe PQgs,^D±e. However, tina finhifio.t: 
;had never told| 

» 

On ?/ll/60, advised SA | "I thail 

had been approached that day by a ”res pcc-God and reputable citi¬ 
zen" acting on behalf of a ecroup v?Biichl bid not narae. and 

reques ted t o | ___l| 

stated| |v7anted to '* p-o on record” with the 3ureau eoncarn'^ Vig 
1 / this ma-u- cer an d stated I l had decline d the ilattcrlng remiesl-.. 

I I said I pold this individual that 

f lean be or p-raater »so to the epunti^r^ ?:!:nCL better f-innvftl 
j ' O'dUntry in rather than I | 

I ■wanted the hJUJ^sau to liiow tha'i j | did not seek t hh^ hp y^nr»j f:V.Q-h 

f , the request was made i?ithout anv foreknowle dge nnl knyh- r - 

I 1 fools that were I |to accept the hon or an d I I -i-h 

' . would cnrliainlv* Liti Aa ld by"sone" that I hi?as capitai '|. 7 .^n<y nni 

' Jl- 1 In the BAMG- JSj'i’SaH case and t hat _ - 

I_ ‘i'nu3» [ I dooision was i<i?.do that] ^'is not ai 

wixi not be a candidate for public office". - 


On 2/12/60J 

had just received a c alJ. rr'oiir 

Htoldl-1 


I called S^\ 
b-hat a,3 a rcsu3 


f'is not and 
to report that 


Ho has been i n touch with] 

I and will foll^ 
cioseiy. He a sked I I 

ber which gave '■go nim, [ 
to be carerm of the informi 
as much of it will be ba sed 
had in mind particula rly! 

L the latter of I 


t OUP on Phe HA fjrr-.'raii.r.-RW 

I of the 

■nvost1.rar.Tnn nr the matter 

T_I- 1 _I telephon e nuyti- 

baid had cautioned 
Fiay get frorti van 1 nii ,3 sounnns 


pe rsonal visit with) 

SA^ ^of the results* 


Jfurthor stated thatl _|will have a 

Jwithin the next few days and would advise 


Above is submitted for infor»mtional purposes, 
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Memorandum 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

UNITED STATES GOVE^fKlENT 


♦ 


TO 


FROM 


subject: 


MR, A, H, BELMONT 





date: February 4, 1960 



'j 1- 

-' 

r oc\ _ 

^ *7 ^ L. 



TeK. RooC - — 

Ingram__ 

Gandy-J37Q 


<r> 

POVL SANG-JENSEN 


h,.. 


M.T, dJ&Loabh 
Mn^ _ Rjianigan 


I 


n 



. Mr^ DeLoachmemorandum to 


of infovmai:inn Pr^mA 


1 -khn+A 


nAin\FiP.fl 


t 


] In this oonnecbiorij ASACf\ \NT0, advised 2-4-60 

jli 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


thai} Commissioner Kennedy^ New York Uity Police Departmeni;, had 
advised SAC Foster this morning that he had received a request 
from Senator Thomas J. Dodd of the Subcommittee on Internal Se¬ 
curity j Committee of the Judiciaryy for copies of all memoranda 
and findings relating to the death of Bang-Jensen, Kennedy ad¬ 
vised that he was getting together copies of all such documents 
and was having them brought to Senator Dodd in Washington by a 
member of the police department. 


ACTION: 


0ECU$SJE}E^BY.4 

_ Pfit ¥*><>•*-r** 

, For information. The NYC Police Department has previous¬ 
ly shown New York a copy of the report prepared on Bang-Jensen*s 
death and this report by the police department places his death as 
a definite suicide. The report shows that Bang-Jensen was killed 
by a ,85 caliber bullet fired from his own gun which was found in A 
his hand and a suicide note found was determined by the police de¬ 
partment to have been in Bang-Jensen 's handwriting. The police in¬ 
vestigation showed his death to be a definite suicide and the po¬ 
lice department has flatly stated t his to the press and enp.-runn fi. 
concerned. 


DEMstd 
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Memorandum 


UNITED STATES GOVEI 


4 


TO 


FROM 


Mr, A, H, Belmgfnt, 

r?' 

Mr, W, A, B n 



date: February 9i 19^0 


Tolson __ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 
Belmont _ 
Callahan . 
DeLoach . 

Malone _ 

McGuire _ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 



2 - Belmont 
1 - Branigan 

1 - 


Trotter . 

W.C. Sullivan ; 
Tele. Room . 

Ingram_ 

Gandy . 

4 


he 

-hlC 


^ 





(D 

subject: FOVZ 

OONCEBNINa 


This memorandum is written J‘or information purpo 
and to point out in summary form certain comments that appear 
in the March issue of True Detective magazine concerning the 
death of Pool Bang-Jenseng former Danish United Nations employee 
who committed suicide in November, 1959* 

The March issue of True Detective magazine contains 
an article beginning on page 12 captioned "Mysterious Death 
of the Danish Diplomat, " The article points out the New York 
police had to decide whether Bang-Jensen's death in the latter 
part of November, 19599 suicide or murder and, if it was 

murder, only the Russians had a good motive, 

A review of the material set forth in the article and 
a comparison of the material with previous newspaper accounts 
indicate the author obtained the bulk of his material from 
previous press releases made concerning Bang-Jensen, Bang-Jensen's 
career in the United Nations is covered, together with his 
dispute with the Secretary General of the United Nations that 
led to his ultimate dismissal from the United Nations, 

Considerable emphasis is placed on the initial 
reports showing there was a conflict in the coroner's estimates 
as to the time of Bang-Jensen’s death. No conclusive evidence 
appears in the article and nothing has been added to information 
already available regarding the death of Bang-Jensen and the 
fact it has been officially designated as suicide by the New 
police. 

The article does bring out in detail the fact that 
Bang-Jensen, apparently without the knowledge of his- wife, 
consulted three psychiatrists prior to his death. All three 
of the psychiatrists are quoted as st ft - ^' - ^ta . a . Rnnn m J . an.s:.en. . ta.u i if d 
of self-destruction. 



MSm: , oM33 ^ FEB 121 

The above is for your information. 
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.,DF ALL-RUSSIAN 
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■ ^ -3 

^ O fJ 

.? $ s 
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i^TlAL 


HOOT 0 ? Fm® mm 

, • '348' 'WS» 

m%y nmk s% 1 , 4 , t*, 
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■ Fe&r'oapj?' m, 1,1^ Tdai*® — t 

m:.\- -i?;'-ir,?^?l;i 


Mr* J.- Edt;aj* aoover, Chief 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, . D. C. 

My dear iar. noover s 




M €^: 


The 0 iici'o^id‘"'invitfition isill j; iv® ydn the of I 

our ineeting on P^pruary Id* . We plan t o ftave e^sho^t^! I_ 

memorial for tar.^^£fang^.ene<m,i,„and btea procee^ w'i-tK our bs 
vfork of organiaing a committee to coord Inace t?s Work of b6 
all anti-comxnunist drganiz'atibns. • ' b7C 

■ *Ye realize, of courdo „ tinat it. is liot possible for * 

you to ataeod , but ,viie hope that you .will vfant to ;pas3 | 

the inviu-Sion along to soise mssibsr of ybur Suaff.: Please J 
be assured thwt any-oiie vitc'ukij- corns from the BuAau ia'l M 
mos t welcoDia . , ' . m 

■ It is our incexition to try to vmit*, laso far :aa'. is # 
feasible, all groups working in tf-» area of a^stir»ooaaK:uaisj^y| 
W« are. not Interescsd in' libarul , socialist, or any^ 0^^" 
Marxian factions. Wb do f!ropo;r.a to inolude .«»ti-d4asi®b3Qlsp'^^p 
gronpa at all lewl 3, edtw4'liouiil , politioal,. raiigidiib, i''^P 
and national. ’' I-®..? 


•is': 


aP'" 

s^> 










■^ita 1 RA.I ^oocl wi$h«&s,tG you peraonaliy, .^na |.|r^ 

xTi^mbero of your Bureau, 1 asi’^ 



?.</* - 
'^±1M 



NOT RX^COllBli 

191 FEB 39 « 
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Disputes Report Abou 



ensen 






WASHINGTON (AP) 
puted a report 




Tlje Central Int^ligence Agency Wednesday night dis- 
that the late__Poyl®BangVJenses, Danish diplomat, once trie 
in vain to see CIA Director,''TITenT3u5^e^7‘‘''’'^?^°^ell him about alleged 
Soviet espionage. 

, , Col. Stanley Grougan, assistant ^ Dulles, issued this statement: 

' ‘^''‘C4"Bang-Jeneen had a talk vdth Allen |^ulles Dec., 10, 19^7. At that time 
he did not indicate to him that he had any information about Soviet 
espionage or ^out Soviet Agents he wished to divulge, 

"During this meeting he did not indicate that he wished to h _ 

any further meetings, with Mr, Dulles although he had ample opportunit 
to do so," 

Col, Grogan added that Dulles is "one of the easiest men in the 
world" to see about such matters, 

The Magazine National Review and others- have published reports tha 
on eight occasions over a period of months. Bang-Jensen sought without 
success to tell of alleged Soviet agents planted in|^£h.e 
United Nations Secretariat, 

Bang-Jensen, onetime U, N,. official, 

Thanksgiving Day in a New York park', i’oMSe^Sai^Efed" 
s^ons have been raised about this finding.- ^ 

Who^' believed Mr 
Communist 
adb an t age, 

S3 FEB25 1960 
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•al 


Kaaxy snoi; last 



g"su ' icrt i d» Twat" 


Bang-Jensen committed l^iclde? 
They wanted to. It wa^^^t^ 
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■mOTTOT-ronSIap' 

Decsmbor 9e 1959 

Mr* Rlch^d HlKon, .Vics^prosldei^t 

United States ' 

fe?astdngton^ D* C, 

\'t ,' ■ \ :..'■ 

Dear Vico-presidant S[lxon; 

Wliat do you atferlbut© th.@ faiiui'^a at -’Cap© Ca'naVQrai’’ to? 

weeks I hav© boon thinking of Cosiraxjnlst in the 

^tended to-write and ask. In a news brdadceat ©'’fow dSya aio, 
Mr* Paul H^vey, said the failure was caused by, nothine but ^’fifth 
cplumist. Reiueabar Clause Fucas (7)? Mr* Harvey p<5nted out ' 
how Mr, ?»^cas had wSrkdd during the last war until he got all the 
secrets, so don*ryou think it is time to "clean^ them out* ■ Heiaemo 
bar how pu worked to «s®t Algler aiss% you did not give Up un- 
hliB behind bars. If you leave off your presidentiai 
activities and get the c<^unist out - ©yen out Of the united "tstes, 
will b© a blessing, I havo never understood why they were allow¬ 
ed to stay In the United Statea anyway, "shat do they contribute to 
the society of «ny country: imat buainesaea do they operate here, 
other than sabatag©;, to make a living? And, what do they do wi th 
the money they do make if they work and make ehy? 

Mr, Jisenhower promised to ?clenn up thf mess" If he wer© olected 
out h. has boon too busy. Too busy,’ and that only nemittod th^ia 
to Increase In the United'States, and they have continued to In- 
xiluratii and t^o over how many little countries, since even the 

keaco Ti*eaty? So if the United Statos and the Unit¬ 
ed »ationa csn»t and will not do anything^ It.ncQds to be don© by 
an Individual op individuals at you did about Alglbr Hiss - just 
do not le t up, . ■ T 

you sight 3taj?t by gcttltTgih?,. Sari Werreh^ who votes for leniency 
toward ^OS&unlst, out of the Supreme Oenuft, and HTi, ^llliasa Rodgohs' 
attorney general*s officei If it had been Mr. Bodges* 
wf* raped by a He^o, would he be so amcious to find the 

white mon^that killod the Negro - or do you think White sen would 
® S®S*’0 that would rape Mr, npdgers* wife? i pray It 
Will not happott^ bu^ fcho report is ladies; iiay© baeh warjiad not to 
go out In WaoMngtou la groupa of foui^ or tlvop ' 

Mr« lioogers oould do soisothing moro Important thaa'foreo pualsh*^ 
m@at on thoao whito man^ ho oould so© tbiat aontaticOa ar@ pasaod on 
Go^mimUt « evory on© of thorn for lifo^ fhey ar© doing Invoatl- 
gated all the tlSe, (teklng the 5th Amendment) And no punishment, 


Mg XB 


Itr, J, Kdgar.Sovor, Ulrec _ 

Mr, Henry Cabot Lodge, Anbaasador to U, 
Mr., Dwight ^isonhower, Preoldent ^ 

Mr. Lyndon Johnson 


aly y 



I, Senate Leader 
Mr, Molgon Hockefeller, 
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> Fiibruary 8, I960 

• V 

i-iasMuiitoia, Oo C» 

Dear ‘'Senator Russell? := ’ ’■ •■>■ 

2*h.sik you for your itaud against fodoral registrars or federal 
voting ref arises a an4 especially^ federal aid to education, !<* 
we only had four»hundred end fifty-eight House and Sanato 
bars t© support your stand, 

im have to adcilt e can do very little, but it helps a lot to 
to taioM that all have not ’•'sunk** to the "agreeable" low of pa- 
tronlaing the ocajr imist as Chief Justice Earl Wedu m of the 3u- 
itpeK© Court (United States of America), aoems to be doing, i>.nd 
hew could he make the d©di«ic»is' he does, with tho Constitution 
what It la. If, the majority of Coasresaiaon and Senators wore 
supoortlng the Constitu&ioa m m were taught bo as, "The Law 
of The Land," Some of ua are sorry you few cannot put those 
out of the Congress and Senate, 

Our State federal judges right here in Louisisna ruling the 
NMCP was not subject to Stab® laws, on® requiring certain groups 
to file «os.»ociiammlst and non-subversive affidavits for its'" 
officers. Is en @xmpl@o (See letter to Vice-president Kixon), 

If the judges went oosinnmist b© tak© over our countiry, what can 
b© done? 

Attorney Can,, Jack Oremillion said he would take it to the Su¬ 
preme Court, What has anyone gotten by takl^ag n case regarding' 
c^naiunlst or subversion to the Supreme Court? All I have read. 

Is in favor of the ccaaimariisrt i 

Last year when the petition, asking for Chief Justice iSarl l’*erren'» 
lisjpeachffient, wa® signed and paraded on the Caoitel steps by fif¬ 
teen hundred,peopl©, I thoisi^t tc®e steps would be taken, but 
froalcent Sieenhower would probably defend him as he did Mr, 

Sherman Adisaa, Hemembor? "I can»t get along witaiout hiia.^ "He 
has done nothing wrongs" 3o on, go on. Wow frosldent hisenhower 
la doii^ tha seme thing about tho defense of the United States* 

*Ho one knows as much as» "I" do about these things," la ho all 
for ccasimiuilst Buasia taking over the United Statos? fry and do 
something about that program. 


Slneerellr voura 
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- ' iVleYflOYOIlCWtWl vX > 

r- • ^5. i?* r'-37c;;k';/ O ■• /- '^'''Y.'* ^ 

V/ rf>.... fT ./ Classified tjyJ\.XA^^rr7^()Q^ , 

I C^o .i . U* A, £^an'/fjea /fv, exempt <rom GDS^egory ^ V "^' *T mk ^ ’ ' 

_ ^OaleQ{ QecW§9i?4W^!i^^ ^ | ~ - 

SUfiJFGTC ^ ^ Jr 

' - itWoiaATim cmcmmx ^ 


.srfjjrcr: 


0/ o loUoYsrc ^ \ ^’‘°‘‘ 

uvi uirn,tuurjj:iumA\ 
rcoo^ond i,kat it not ba aclinooledged. 



■trgamcatton in /to, For/;, 

■Id /- 


^ I otter dated 3/6/60 \ I i*n»— 

to ro?6 on 6ftfl?2oo 0^7^"^!^° ?"* noc«Xo T-ASid'/n 

/y ^ j Mouaa of Free 3uooia, 57>c rerntirn tsUI ir-^fr 

frLs^ or^"^p'^‘ 

to ?£'’‘'^’ f£ Oisl! «feit « cao iL /XnSion oP Sfa wP 

ao S?iio'/o oorhing groupo in the area of antioee^aniaa ihcici 

tha^Cr°t^''st‘t^ *“ % o^^\natmdisala /nlS/Sar‘’?ac'^<oc*^oo^£^-^^J 

o^i^l/i fff? “S Mtorotorf ig ^ffonto oT'^fto /to Forf ' 

toith thf> Vif,f, p*» 1^0 thanJicd for hio interest in oorrospordit'""t 

Vtserl^ occasion of this 7n^<?rt,/c4 //S A^, 

ar,df— ^ prominent aovornmmt offith: 

I'-d directed to oVfili^A cop<co o/ ioSSert 

eonnou oj- 7li2-5uoo<on m7o"j?o?if oo ol-^irr.zn-of iUo 

derogatory /A/frirseTon onl la,-’? - 

potau&m? _^ 


iJ Y 


I --=»-.<*-!t.»W..«T;Aii:S»*' -f- i-p > fT ,** W» J. Jt* 

r J , e 191 FEB 2 9 1960 

.V.... el>^pru:iti€^ of v^^-v A;,v r-irr: 

.!'"':lv,’'‘‘-r-'’' euu^-j. 

. ^-t le^.' '..■'.^,A’'“.:-r;b :f/fo/-yV ,rj ..?*,■' ■ /, -■ - >': r -,- 




^‘’^0c'h% ?.f ,®S 


v'CONPlQPsMTI^?^ 















i- j-' 





■» eg- 




Jiai_ 1 

1 




2/6/6G Mt aeJtMwiisdged and that no aotion &9 ;tako>i to haPo- o' MuT'Odts 
rMpr^nnoiat iPn attond the Mooting lokioh apparently inPolPes ai» offOTt em 
the part a/ 1 I to form a coalition of Bueeian orgoaie&tl&fPt 

oe an anticommuniet grotip 
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. 9^ANDARD form no. 6A 

■ Office M.emwaftduM • united sStes government 



TO 

' DIRECTOR, FBI 



/ DATE: 2/23/60 

b3 




^TIAL, 


f/^ROM 

: SAC, m:i YORK 


CEftLfjSSjFlIp 




;;iSiENSEi 
' ircous - 


SUBJECT: POVL BAkS^JBNSEN 

io:scELu r:coTjs - iKFomTioii coiioehning 


9r^m9 



ReWYlet, 2/12/60. 


■weekend. TJith 


On 2/1 6/60. [_ 

I advised that she had had conversations over the previous 


b6 

b7C 


Ivho had—baaia— 


saia ns b&d been in contact tel enhonioa liv vjxth kOHKR'l' f.WRIK 


T/ORPIS so evasive and vavue thai 


or no factual information concerttlris trie subject. 


finally concluded that 


stated that 
and had found 

had little 


statftd that it -mas 


conaidored opinion that 


felt that I 


IbMIG-JEKSEK situation,' 




I 

b6 

b7C 

b7D 


|V 


> 


On 2/17/60,1_advised that "The National Revievj", 

a conservative -weekly in NYC, had an article in its issue dated 2/20/60, -rahioh 
referred to testimony gi ven in exe cutive session during the previous vieek before 
the Senate Subcommittee. P ' said the article noted that -bhis testimony 

revealed that the subject had information that "the 38th floor at the UN is 
O-C controlled" by communists (the 38th floor being the executive floor vihere the 
(high UN officials have their offices) and also that the subject had furnished, 

^prior to his death, information concerning communist infiltration of CIA and 
the State Department as well as information concerning three Soviet potential 
defectors at the UN. / 

■/ : 

On 2/15/6O, "The New York Tforld-Telegram" printed an article t 
by United Press International reporter LYIE C. WIISON entitled "Senate Re-viviiig 
Case of Dead U.N. Official". The article read,in part.t / 

"... Did ?ir. Bang-Jensen actually have contact vjith three 
Russian Communists in the TT.y, -who wished' to dflsp»r.t ths Soviatj 
Union for political asylum in 


b7D 


Si 



/3,- Bureau! 

' ^ (1 - ib^EEim: 


2 - New Yo-ri 


(1 - 62-112Ii3) J 


RII) 

1 




o 


a 
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” Out of that question arises another: Did hllen h. Dulles, 
chief of the Central Intelllrfence A 'ency (Clfi.), ever c^iv'e Tr. 
Eanq-Jensen a properopportunity to taHc about the ttiree T’ussians 
and to atte^ipt to arr3n;;e for their political asylum in this 
country? 

"CIA asserts that i'x, Dulles ^ave ^ r. Eang-Jensen ample and 
proper opportunity. Othcx-s assert that ’■'^r. nan."-Jenson had 
substantial infonration about Coamunisb espionai'o in the U,!'. 
and the United States, and that he had no chance to tell ?"r, 
Dulles about that, either. 

” Sen. Thonas J. Dodd (D., Conn.) said his ’'.cnate Internal 
Security subcor: dtt c is :lnvecbi;a vlnq bhs Donp-Jc-nsen case. 
?a.cbs turned up fatr, ion. Dodd addo;d, i=i.rG ’’very dlsti’esolnp: 
and troublesome». After the staff has checked all available 
information, 3 en. Dodd ’,;ill report bo the Senate on the Oemp- 
Jonsen case. If bhe Dane's "host can talk, it TJill be bbro'u.uh 
that report." 


nn 9 /I ft/An r 






re the 


ii^.iormhuion in bM arbicle in "Vhe I'atSoM 


I eyiev;" reporte dly in executive 

that there has 
mttor arid biiat 


vj" reporte aly " i-y 
I advised] 

pardin" this matt 


session before tho subcop„iittee. | | said 

been no executive sessions oi‘ the supcorrdt tee re -', 
no to£;M^pny has been taken, hhcr j [ read the article to hlinj 

bold I I'bhat that informabion had, in his opinion, come fron either f 

_ |or fro’:r~ 


1 


I toldf 


I T’an-'t-Jensen case at bhe recoyiin.cndation of 
phat T'ORUrS had previousl y indica ted his d.ea ire to |_ 


]but t hat 

1 As c 


^said, he rjas 'dven the opportunity 


at |liacj_a 

s a courtesy to 
to state his vievjs 


ha d said he w.'onld 


to|_ 


houever. 


Jin 


tl e Senator's office* rhese viexjs ^i’ere tape-recorded, but 'u'ere not .iven under 
oath. 


Icn^'th s o"s h Ima 


byiof to 


also told]_[bhat he Jiad talked to the subject at 

the .'iubxsntUs death, hut, t’not the subject ha d r-iven hi 


>ian nn-h r-ipn-h-i nnod 


J 
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nentioned| 

1- 


) 

^ i/ 



1 ^ 

ConccrniniT the article 

\ 1— 

in"®h?M‘'ational F.eviev,'" 

-1 1 

told 


b6 


phat 1^ 

1 had ''one to| 



□ 

b7C 


8 , v.- eel: or tpo a."o to have au 

■oii-une-recora" discussion with him about hhis case. I Issid I Ihad 
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UNITED STATES GOV^BliEi 

Memoranmm 


i 


Tolson__ 

Mohr . . . A . .. 

/M A Parsgns v^ g^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Belmont V 


Tana ha n . 
DeLoach . 

Malone_ 

McGuire _ 


f 


? 


TO 


FROM 


subject: 


date: 


C* D. DeLoach 


April 15, 1960 

A 


Rosen_— 

Tamm - 

Trotter_ ^ 


CON!^'dVnT\AC 


POVL BANG-JENSEN 
INFORMATION CONCERNING 




,V('V» 





Captioned individual committed suicide on the outskirts of New York City 
earlier this year. The New Yor k Police Dept, investigated but found no evidence 
of foul play. One 


_^persuaded Senator Tom Dodd (D-Conn.) to hire him 

to investigate this matter for purposes of later holding hearings bv Senate Interna l 
Security Subcommittee 






_ contacted 

Mr, Belmont relat ive to dis cussing this matter. He was referred to my office. 

On April 13, 1960, 1 l advised me that he had submitted a lengthy report to 

Sen. Dodd which in his opinion proves th at Bang-Jensen met with foul play. He 
state d that Bang-Jensen strongly felt thatl ~] 

to the I [ states 

Ms investigation has not conclusively proven this fact, howeyer, he feels that 


by the fact that 


pea tment of Bang-Jensen (dismissal of Bang-Jensen fron i UN^ was c aused 


k new that Bang-Jensen was satisfied that he 


a Soviet espionage agent._ 

to this fact although, admittedly, she has nothing but suspicion. 


was 


] stated that Mrs. Bang-;Jensen is willing to testify 


stated he knew the F^I had talked with Bang-Jensen prior to his 
death. He stated he would like to have full details of this interview. I told him 
that we cpuld not make such information available in view of the confid ential nature 
of our files. He inquired whether Bang-Jensen had identified ! ~l as a Soviet 

espionage agent. I told him we cpuld not reveal such information to him. 


b6 

b7C 
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Mr. A. BelmontV C 0 NF<C)^NHAiPATE; April 22, I960 
0 ^ 1 “Belmont 1 - I ~ 

FROM ; Mr. ViT. A. Br^igan ^ '^p.T.nap.ip i 



Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 
Belmont 
^P^lahan _ 
//OeLoacb-^ 

Malone_ 

McGuire_ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm^ 

Trottl?_ 

W.C.\^ 
Tele. Roon 

Ingram_ 

Gandy _ 


subject; poVL BANG-JENSEW ' 

MISCELLANEOUS - IISFORMTION CONCERNING , 

\5spionage^^^ ..oLASSxn^P b;c^ 

This memorandum sets forth the results of an analysis of 




OBDED CO 













___I association with Alger Hiss was fully explored 

during an investigation conducted in 1953 under Executive Order 10422. 

A favorable loyalty determination was made in the case of I lafter 

that investigation was completed. - 

OBSERVATIONSt 

We have reviewed this matter several times since the death 
of Bang-Jensen in November, 1959* We have consistently found n o basi s 


_I Wo evidence has been developed to show 

x;nat Bang-Jensen met with foul play at the hands of the Soviets although 
this charge has been made through a number of sources since his death in 
November, 1959. 

RECOMMENDATION,.; 

This matter will be followed for any developments of possible 
interest to the Bureau. 
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April 1, 1960 


advised me in confi 



Mr. Tolson 


Mr. Mohr / 


jylr. Parsons )r 

> 

W. Bolmont ^ 


Mr. Callahan 


Mr. DoLoaoh 


Mr. Malone _ _ 


Mr. McGuire 


Mr. Rosen 

_h6 

Mr. Tamm . . 

JblC 

Mr. Trotter 

Mr. W. C. Sullivan 

Tele. Room 

JblD 

Mr. Ingram 


Miss Gandy 




ACTION: 


It is suggested this memorandum with the attached report 
be forwarded to the Domestic Intelligence Division for information and analysis. 


Respectfully, 





Enclosunfi_ 

1 -Mr. Belmont' 

CDDrejp^ , 

jL<| i 


C. D. DeLoach 










COrV^(r(vjy,^j,^ 
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UNITED STATES GOVERPRieNT 

H jT 7 f 


Memorandum 



date: 


. 4/5/60 


Tolson 

Mohr 

) l/arsons 

n/vta 

/ - f DelS 


McGuire 


Rosen — 


Tamm_ 

bS 

^ Trotter - 

_b7C 


FROM : 


subject: 


A. H. Belmont 

(9 ' 4 ? ^ 


5) 3 Mr. : 

POVL BAlTG-^iiNS'iSN 

MISCiSLLANSOUS - Information concerning 


Mr, DeLoach fa. 
Mr. Belmont • -/ 
Mr. Bran ig an ~ 


Tele. Room . 

Ingram_ 

Gandy _ 



A called me this morning and said that he 

had been given the job of checking into the Bang—Jensen situation. 

He said he v/orks out of Senator Dodd’s office, Room 432, Old Senate 
Building, x-4041, and that he is attempting to set forth factual 
material for the Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security so that 
a determination can be made whether the Bang-Jensen case should be 
explored further by the committee. 

_ said that he had talked to Bob Morris. Morris said 

that he had checked in with the FBI, and had talked to me, and 
subsequently the FB I had ver ified to Morris that Bang-Jensen had 
talked to the FBI. I [wante d to know if we could look over the 

information furnished to I I by Bob Morris and by Bang-Jensen*s 

wife, in order to see if it compared favorably with the information 
Bang-Jensen had given to us. 

I told I I that, of course, v/e were not in a position be 

to advise him of any information that Bang-Jensen had fui’nished to b7c 
the FBI. I suggested, however , that M r. DeLoach c<^ld contact him 
to look over the material that | ha s and see if there is any 

v/ay in which v/e can be helpful*^ |said he would appreciate 

this. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

It is noted that Mr. D eLoach secured a copy of this material 
confidentially from | and we are present!'^ reviewing it. be 

It is recommended that Mr. DeLoach contact ! I subsequent to b7c 

this review, dependent upon the results of said review. b7D 
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UNITED^ STATES GOV|jB|uENT 

Memoranmm 

\k 

TO : Mr, A, H, 


date: April 7, 1960 


'<3 ^ 

subject: POVL BANG-JENSEN 








Tolson_ 

Mohr_ 

Parsons _ 

Belmont _ 

Ga 4 fahan_ 

^J?DeLoach 

Malone_ 

McGuire_ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 

Trotter _ 

W.C. Sullivan , 

Tele. Room_ 

^ Ingram_ 

2—i^Gandy _ 

b6 


analysis of 


Mr. W. A, Brani^a^^ 1 " 

1^0^^ 1 - b7 

POVL BANG-JENSEN 1 - ' 

MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING 1 - Aul^ ./9 

‘ml 

This memorandum is prepared to set forth the results of 


MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING 
^SPIONAGE^^^’^ 


It is known that Senator Dodd, a member of the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee, hired an investigator some time ago to look 
into the Bang-Jensen matter and that he ultimately decided that no 
credence was to be given to thp aTl.paat.inng thaf. Rano-J<anfi<=»n hari hAPn 
assassinated by the Soviets^ I I 


On April 5, 1960, | I telephonicallv contacted you 

and advised that he had been working on the Bang-Jensen case out of 
Senator Dodd*s office; that he had talked to Bob Morris about the 
Bang-Jensen case; and he would like for the Bureau to look over th^ 
material Morris had furnished him to see if it compared favorably mtiv''' 
information Bang-Jensen had given the Bureau, He was advised that^e 
were not in a position to furnish him any information that Bangjj^^nsen 
had given the Bureau but that Mr, DeLoach could contact him ana^ook 

over the material to see if there. _was any wa v in which we could/be _ 

helpful. EX- IQS ocp ill 

ntU* 41 b7D 


.examination of the material furnisnec 
Ion a confidential basis indicat^a th; 


3d^i!!’oach'b^ 




Ctassiffed I 


ffi- 


l/AAisen (6) ^xsi^Ptfro.nGlT^alogo 

. Dd e o; I e icjsyv.?Si / , 

50 APR 2 9 1960 ;^-' 
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Memorandum to Mr* Belmont 
Ret POVL BA NG-.JENSEN 


b3 


OONt I 




OBSERVATIONS ; 

We have previously taken the position that the Bang-Jensen 
case was an administrative matter over which we had no jurisdiction 
and we declined to become involved in any investigation of his death* bs 
This position was based primarily on the fact that we interviewed 
Bang-Jensen a year prior to hi s death at which time he refused to 
furnish informatiop concerning |_ 


f 


charges against the 
RECOMMENDATION; 


At t.hp ho mario mimo-rmic iincnhctan-hi at orf 













Memorandum 


^PXiOMAL'FORAf*740. 10 

UNITED STATES GOV 


IfMENT 


f 


TO 



Parsons] 
Belmont 
Callaji?an 
De 
Ma 



FROM ; C. D. DeLoach 

^9 


date: June 9, 1960 

ALL ^"^"TAIi^lED 

l/r -- . .. ^ 


X V, 



W.C. Sullivan . 
Tele. Roon^ 

Tnnram XX 


isif 


i i 


subject: POVL BANG-JENSEJN 

INQUIRY BY SENATOR JAMES EASTLAND 
(DEMOCRAT - MISSISSIPPI) 


This afternoon. Inspector 


office of Senator Eastla nd, stating 
Mr. DeLoach, at once. 



lihe to see 

was out of town; however, SAJ 
immediately went to the Senate and at the 
off the floor. 


peceived a call from 
hat the Senator would 


^ explained that DeLoach 

jwno Knows Senator Eastland, 


Senator's request got him 


Senator Eastland said that Senator Dodd of Connecticut 

I was all worked up over the Bang-Jensen case and for his guidance he 
would like to knpw if the FBI had conducted an investigation of Bang- 
Jensen's death. 


-1 b6 

I_|told the Senator that we had not conducted any b7c 

investigation, that the matter was investigated by the New York City 
Police Department and that as a result of this investigation it was 
ruled that Bang-Jensen had committed suicide. 


The Senator wanted to know that if Bang-Jensfin_had 


been killed by Soviet Agents wouldn't the FBI investigate it., 
told him, of course, that this would still be a local matter but that we^' 
naturally would have high intelligence interest iti the matter. 

The Senator was most appreciative and wanted to know 
if we could have some type of memorandum prepared which would set 
forth the basic facts in the matter. 




1 - 

1 - Mr. Delrnnpt 
1 - 


ECK:mlw.(^ 


b6 

b7C 


b3 

b6 

b7C 
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DeLoach td 


memo 


b7C 


RECOMMENDATION: 


It is recommended that the Domestic Intelligence 
Division immediately draw up a blind memorandum (unwatermarked 
paper) setting forth the basic facts in the Bang-Jensen matter and 
that it be furnished to Senator Eastland on a confidential basis. This 
j should be handled as soon as possible. 
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X^NITjSd ^states 

MemoranalM 


TO 




FROM 


subject: 


c>X 

W, A» Braniganc^'^/' 

o ^ 

EOVL BANO-JENSEN 



dat e: June 10» I 96 O 

1 - 



--- 

nn^-^^allahan 

DeLoacl^’^___ 

t. i„_ 


Malone , 

McGuire , 

Rosen . 

Tamm-b6 


Trotter 


1 - Mr, DeLoach 
1 - Mr, Belmont 
1 - Mr, Branipan 


W.C. Sullivan 

Tele. Room_ 

Ingram_ 

Gandy _ 


i d 


1 - 


MISOELLAJNEOUS - lEFOBMATION OOMlERNINa 


The purpose of this memorandum is to recommend that the 
attached blind memorandum (unwatermarhed paper) setting forth basic 
facts in the Bang-'Jensen case be furnished to Senator Eastland, on 
a confidential basis. 


A 


A memorandum dated June 9> 19 ^ 0 , from Mr, BeLoach to 
advised that Senator Eastland requested a memorandum which 


b6 

b7C 





would set forth basic facts concerning Povl Bang-Jensen in view 
of the fact that Senator Dodd of Connecticut was worked up over 
the Bang-Jensen case and urging some investigation into the matter, 
Bang-Jensen is a former United Nations employee vdio committed 
suicide in New York in November, 1959* death brought charges 

from many sources that he was possibly murdered by Soviet agents. 

We have previously stated in response to public inquiry that no 
investigation into the Bang-Jensen matter was being conducted by 
the Bureau inasmuch as there was no evidence to support the charges 
of foul play by the Soviets against Bang-Jensen, 


The attached memorandum contains information taken from 
\ public source material concerning Bang-Jensen except for the portion 
I of the memorandum which refers to an interview of Bang-Jensen in 
September of 195^* This information was included because of the 
fact that public comment has previously been made to the effect 
that Bang-Jensen had talked to the EBI prior to his death. 


'I 


ACTION: 


b3 

A 


It is recommended that the summary be furnished to 
Assistant Director DeLoach for delivery to Senator Eastland 
in accordance with the recommendation that a weared in the 
June 9> 19 ^ 0 ^'inemorar^um, ^ 
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FoUon__ 

Mohr_ 

Po'-sons _ 

Belmont_ 

Ca’lahan_ 

DeLoach _ 

Malone_ 

McGuire_ 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 

Trotter __ 

» Sullivan 
.‘Room_ 






June 13t 2 



Hr, DcLoacJi 
Hr, Bclmono 


CONF Al- 


POVL PHja^J^XBVJT 


Povl Jansen vas horn ^oril 6., lyO-., m 

Copo7j<.cf.cienf ■f-’''jn~'.cirli, L'^rin^ ovU I nr TT li-c c'l'XrvcJ' o.q 

Ponicli LcfjCb'iioUf nohiYi^oon* iu O,, 



f^rie umoccl j a'otofiG Hon'i—Jensen served g,d c f:crJjer of o 
Oni'tcd, i^o.cioTvs iJpcoial OoT-nii/iicc on Sf/noarj' in oonneGtion 
wzoJi the investioaiion of Bovico cupprecoion of 
iJvngarian revolt in l^jfG, 


— i % 

‘ ; -’Vn 

.4—A 


j ran his 


Tn Pcc€*':her, Jensen j-'os cMspeTizlcd' 

position ao the United Jaiions oatenaihliii 


nral 

Jd 


ticoxecen uhe Becretorn Cfcnoral ot^. Pang-Jensc/n hoeaxe 
puhlio at this poino oTid vxxs ctllcgcdhi hvilt rtrov'n:' ohe 
Si-’j vsal Oj^ ^->(xng’"Je7isen oo '^aee o.vofUhle t'O He ^'’^oreijori* 
Ccncrod of the hriitcd Lotions a list of Hen r.aj.-r-.e of JI " 
vi'i t^i'Wssco j ron iilion he hod ohoo/iTted ii^for Ooion T"ith t7ie 



mries hccar-e pvMic, uhe list, ms vloiroxchi Jmrnsd in 
poJjlic hn Pang-^Jensen in order to protect Hio xeitncsces, I 

thrcc'^ron conrJouca pns cstoLlicfxsd ot i7.r’ ■ * 

to deoidc the fOi^e. of Poyig^Jp.rA'en insoj'or 
t‘ Zs j Ut^vre^ cfeplogismt o.tr H.’b Onioecl hot ions ?/tys conoerytc l. 


in Jnii/p ll5’->$ 'one hecrcoor/i (lenorel of tl\: nnited jJations^ 
Peg uo/roraejoldf info^ee Jensen f\ic ''"-"olox-'C ju 

o.c> Hic Oniucd j.ooiona hod. heen oarr'iyiO.Ledf and Sctftf.m,jr',i<:‘r‘fi 
I eld o. press conference announcing ehe ooi^ion H etc- had hcc 
oa7:en against hit hit taa Secretarit Gr.n.^.y'a.i n-r /Sm n,,-t\ 


press conference announcing el-e aoc-ion H of i.-ad he an 
gainst hit 7ju the Secretafy Ccne-ral of the 'Uni tod ) atia, 


Bang-Jensen continued his efforos 00 ohooin 
reinstcii^cneni' Oo the United Laoionc until hhe uir a of hie 
death in Hoyerijcr, igfCL ~'7'.c Lccrcooru Canarol of the 
i/nited Laoions oooii Hie posioion in pwilio soat^eram- thov 
the ccoion ayainsz Dang-Jensen i.as a sirple case of disci pliMjoru 
ayoion for insiUjordirmuion rd. ile the st'ppor>'era of Pana^^JenssUf 
-including representatipes of hv-ngarian refugocs,!, charged. oto> 

^ ^ ^ Yzse fjas Toe z t ^ jyzz shed, imfairlu he.coj'se of eis acdon 

-in protecting viitrusscs ugains'.,. _ -iJha _;y>. 


hungary. 


d/AAinct (8) 


If 


prcparca hy V.AAsnct on C/lO/CO, 


',anc suojcco. 



























Povl Bang-Jensen 

^ ■ H r > 

Bang-Jensen obtained employment aj'!er his 
dismissal at the United Nations with a private organization 
"known as CARE, which organization was engaged in furnishing 
aid to people in needy areas of the world* On November 26, 

\9$9» public announcement appeared of the death of Bang-Jensen 
in New York and the announcement indicated he had apparently 
committed suicide* A aubaeguent investigation by the New York 
Police Department resulted in the conclusion that Bang-Jensen 
committed suicide with a 2^ caliber automatic that ho purchased 
while he xvas employed at the Danish Legation in Washington, D* 0* 

It was determined that Bang-Jensen had consulted 
psychiatrists subsequent to his dismissal from the United. 

Nations and he was reportedly despondent because of his 
failure to obtain reinstatement as a political officer at 
the United Nations* A suicide note addressed to his wife 
was found in his possession* However, a major controversy 
developed as to exactly when Bang-Jensen actually dAcd* 

This was based on reports in connection with the investigation 
of his death indicating that he had been dead less than 24 
hours although Bang-Jensen had been missing from his home for . 
several days* The ultimate decision of the medical examiners 
and the results of the New York Police investigation into the 
death of Bang-Jensen led to a verdict that Bang-Jensen 
committed suicide* 


f 


I lAU’ 


Subsequent to the death of Bang-Jensen, allegations 
were publicly made from various sources to the effect that 
Bang-Jensen )iad met with foul play at the hands of Soviet 

agents because he was ataare of Soviet domi vntinr of hinh - 

officials of the United. Nations, including\ _ 


Jan American citizen* 


Prior to the death q-f J^nrrr.~Jf!nnnn. hf> nm.r. intnrvinwed 


CL 

in September* 1QS8* reg arding |_ 

I \ He was also request ed to furnish the 


Jensen, \ 


acco rding to Bang- 
I He refused to 



_] Tms information ts in the possession oj zne appropriaryo 

agencies of the United States Government* 
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May 19y 1960 

Dear Reader: 

We had expected to receive Mr. Epstein’s manu¬ 
script on the Bang-Jensen case the latter part of 
March, or by early in April at the latest. We actually 
received it yesterday. 

As a consequence this issue is very late. It will be 
followed almost immediately by the June number, 
which may in fact be mailed to you in the same en¬ 
velope. But we are glad that we waited — even though 
impatiently — nevertheless. We believe you will be too. 

For one reason, Mr. Epstein is a professional and an 
expert at digging into the more nefarious instances 
of Communist and pro-Communist criminal activities 
— as proved by his part in exposing the truth about 
the Katyn Forest Massacre, and in exposing the com¬ 
paratively little that has yet been revealed about the 
even more infamous forced repatriation, of refugees 
from Communism, after World War II. Obtaining 
access to many documents never before published, nor 
even quoted in print, he has presented the known facts 
of the Bang-Jensen case in such manner as to reveal 
all the elements of a powerful tragedy by Euripides, 
or Racine. 

But the Bang-Jensen affair, as a part, is greater than 
its whole. For this study by Epstein becomes a case 
history of all the sophistry, subversive practices, utter 
lack of humane or civilized standards, and general 
rottenness which permeate the United Nations through 
and through. It shows that, despite the large number 
of noble and idealistic men and women, dedicated to 
the theoretical principles of the United Nations, who 
(Continued on inside back cover) 
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are still working their hearts out in try¬ 
ing to metamorphose a monstrous decep¬ 
tion into the reality of their dreams, the 
actual organization is hopelessly venal, 
immoral, and degraded at every level. It 
also shows—what many of us have long 
suspected—that the driving force behind 
every act and every decision of impor¬ 
tance is a determination to help the Com¬ 
munists and harm their enemies. 

This study should be of especial inter¬ 
est, and should serve as a particular 
warning, to the Liberals everywhere; to 
those misguided idealists who think they 
can safely and justifiably ‘‘work with” 
the Communists, for the achievement of 
that beautiful socialist world which they 
consider so desirable. For Bang-Jensen was 
a Liberal, as well as a most sincere 
and honorable "servant” of the United 
Nations, and believer in its professed ob¬ 
jectives. His various lawyers were all 
outstanding and even famous Liberals. 
Yet he and his lawyers became as worms, 
to be crushed by a brutal heel or scuffed 
aside by a booted toe, when Bang-Jensen 
insisted on raising moral principles across 
the path of Communist purposes. Not 
all of the "liberal” lawyers in New York, 
working together, could have saved Bang- 
Jensen, once Dag Hammarskjoeld had 
made it clear to his sycophantic subordi¬ 
nates that Bang-Jensen was marked for 
destruction. And when the time comes 
— as inevitably it must for every honest 
Liberal — that the Communist ways and 
the Liberal ways divide, no tireless amount 
of former service on any "united front” 


will save any Liberal from the same tragic 
fate suffered by Bang-Jensen. 

Probably the greatest single asset the 
Communists have, in the whole world 
today, is — something we have pointed 
out many times before — the inability 
of the fundamentally decent American 
mind even to conceive of the kind of 
enemy with which we have to deal. In 
this restrained and factual record of how 
pro-Communist forces mercilessly closed 
in on Bang-Jensen, and of the brazen 
lies and ruthless methods which they used, 
Julius Epstein may have helped just a 
tiny bit in bringing that desperately 
needed understanding a little nearer. If 
so, his work will have been doubly worth 
while. Besides giving'to a growing audi¬ 
ence the deserved truth, about one stead¬ 
fast martyr for human honor and decency, 
he may have turned on a more far- 
reaching light of tremendous importance. 

And one thing is certain. If the Ameri¬ 
can people ever do wake up to what 
is happening to them, and how, or if 
they ever come to realize what the United 
Nations is designed to accomplish and 
what it is really like, that army of slippery 
Soviet stooges now so arrogantly running 
the show will need to scurry homeward 
fast. Our apathy is extreme, and our 
patience seemingly inexhaustible. But 
there are ends to all moods, and limits 
to all endurance. 

We hope that this mildly told story 
will make you very angry. 

Sincerely, 
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THE BANG-JENSEN TRAGEDY 


A Review Based On The Official Records 
by 


Julius 


During the fifteen years of the 
United Nations’ existence, nothing has 
shed more light on the organization’s 
character than the case of Paul Bang- 
Jensen, the Danish Deputy Secretary of 
the United Nations Special Committee 
on the Problem of Hungary. 

The case, still wrapped in deep mys¬ 
tery, will continue to plague the United 
Nations’ Secretary General, Dag Ham- 
marskjoeld, as well as its Secretariat, for 
years to come. This will be due to the 
fact that the United Nations — whether 
undeservedly or not — had gained tre¬ 
mendous prestige among peoples of the 
world who believed that it can do no 
wrong. But the same people who held 
such opinion have been shocked no end 
by the destruction of a man whose 
“crime” was; (1) having promised 
Hungarian witnesses, to Khrushchev’s 
and Kadar’s atrocities in Hungary, that 
he would keep their names a secret from 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld and the rest of the 
Secretariat, in order to protect their 
friends and relatives still living in Hun¬ 
gary; and (2), having faithfully kept 
his promise. 

It is far too early to tell the whole 
story of this sordid affair. Too many 
things are still unknown, too many 
documents are still not available, and 
too many people, within and without 
the United Nations, are afraid to tell 
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the truth about what they must know 
about the case. 

One of the mysteries still not solved 
(there is little probability that it ever 
will be solved) concerns the question: 
Did Paul Bang-Jensen commit suicide 
or was he murdered ? This question can¬ 
not be answered until we know where 
he was and what he did during the 
thirty to forty-eight hours before his 
body was found in a park, near his 
home at Lake Success, L.I., N.Y. Why 
did he not contact his wife during those 
hours Was he kidnapped, put under 
some drug like scopolamine, or perhaps 
hypnosis.? Was he forced under such 
circumstances to write the suicide note, 
later found in his pocket. These pos¬ 
sibilities cannot be dismissed lightly. 

There is at least one strong indication 
that the death of Paul Bang-Jensen was 
not brought about by suicide. In a 
memorandum of November 30, 1957, 
addressed to his friends and his wife, 
Bang-Jensen had given them explicit 
assurances: 

“My wife, who has been a calm, cour¬ 
ageous and clear-minded advisor and 
who, like me, first was greatly amused 
about the call from Dr. Sze (the chief 
of ^ the U.N. Health. -Clinic who had 
been asked by the Secretariat to give 
his opinion on Bang-Jensen’s state of 
mind, and who gave him a clean bill 
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STILL AVAILABLE 


of health), has later begun to worry 
about this story which she connects 
with certain other facts. She fears, now 
that it is clear that I will not retreat, 
that the circles outside the Secretariat, 
ultimately (emphasis his) responsible 
for the sabotage, might have decided 
that it is necessary to risk having me 
disappear out the window, or similarly, 
in ‘a fit of depression.’ 

“I do not think so myself, because 
I believe that those circles will realize 
that I have taken safeguards to assure 
that the proper authorities would receive 
the documentary proof about what has 
been going on in the Secretariat. 

“My wife has, nevertheless, insisted 
that I should inform a few of my 
friends, that under no circumstances 
would I commit suicide. I have done 
so, though reluctantly, since I fear my 
friends might think I am getting a 
little dramatic. 

“My wife has also asked me to write 
this memorandum to her, and to make 
it clear also in this, that under no cir¬ 
cumstances whatsoever would I ever 
commit suicide. This would be com¬ 
pletely contrary to my whole nature and 
to my religious convictions. If any note 
was found to the opposite effect in 
my handwriting, it would be a fake.” 
Signed “Povle Bang-Jensen, Lake Suc¬ 
cess, 30 November 1957.” 

Under normal conditions, we should 
assume that Paul Bang-Jensen, having 
solemnly excluded the possibility of sui¬ 
cide, would have referred to this mem¬ 
orandum in his final suicide note if he 
ever felt himself forced to change his 
mind. Because he liiust have known 
very well that his friends would im¬ 
mediately suspect foul play if his body 
was found with a suicide note, penned 
in his own handwriting. They would 
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rightly suspect foul play, because he had 
so carefully warned them against such 
an occurence. It must be further as¬ 
sumed that he would have included in 
his suicide note a reference to this earlier 
memorandum, in order to protect any¬ 
body against the suspicion of having 
murdered him, a suspicion necessarily 
created by that memorandum. Bang-Jen¬ 
sen did nothing of the sort. Doubts, 
therefore, are not unjustified. Some of 
Bang-Jensen’s friends have advanced the 
theory that he was so upset in his last 
hours that he simply forgot his mem¬ 
orandum of November 30, 1957. On the 
other hand, he was not too upset to 
write a suicide note, which was found 
in his pocket. There is not the slightest 
doubt about the identity of the hand¬ 
writing. 

The first Police protocol spoke of 
“apparent suicide.” It is signed by Lt. 
Paul E. Girardin, desk officer. Grand 
Central Parkway Precinct. It is ad¬ 
dressed to “Medical Examiner, Queens 
County.” The Medical Examiner was 
Dr. Richard Grimes, who also per¬ 
formed the autopsy. The autopsy report, 
under the date of November 26, 1959, 
the day the body was found, says: 
“CAUSE OF DEATH: GUNSHOT 
WOUND OF THE HEAD; SUICI- 
DAL.” 

Bang-Jensen’s friends rightfully insist 
that as long as nothing is known about 
his last thirty to forty-eight hours, dur¬ 
ing which time he only spent about 
six dollars, the suicide thesis should not 
be accepted without a big question 
mark. Mrs. Bang-Jensen shares this 
opinion. It seems to be a reasonable 
contention, especially in view of the 
well known practices of Communist 
agents who have more than once staged 
quite natural looking suicides. And 
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Bang-Jensen counters by stating that he is unable to do so 
without the production of the requested documents, neces¬ 
sary for his defense. 

Bang-Jensen submits to the Secretary General his most 'f 

detailed memorandum, a quintessence of his defense, out¬ 
lining his allegations concerning the Special Committee on 
the Problem of Hungary and his various protests against 
the persistent violation of the principle of “due process of 
law.” 

The Secretary General notifies Bang-Jensen of his dismissal 
for misconduct. 

Bang-Jensen files his appeal to the Administrative Tribunal. 

It contains twenty five specific charges. 

The Administrative Tribunal pronounces its judgement: 
Bang-Jensen’s appeal to the Tribunal is dismissed. 

Bang-Jensen is found dead in a Park in Queens County, 

New York. 

In the absence of the Secretary General, the Secretariat 
issues a “fact sheet” on the Bang-Jensen case, suddenly 
stating that he was not dismissed for refusing “to divulge” 
the names of the Hungarian witnesses. 

The Secretary General, confronted with the contradiction 
between the “fact sheet” and his own letter of dismissal to 
Bang-Jensen of July 3, 1958, in which he had stated that 
Bang-Jensen was dismissed for — among other reasons — 
his refusal to surrender the list of witnesses, declares that 
there is no contradiction between the two official U.N. 
documents. 


whether Bang-Jensen’s death was tech¬ 
nically suicide or murder, one thing is 
clear beyond the shadow of any reason¬ 
able doubt: He died as a result of his 
solemn pledge given to the Hungarian 
witnesses not to make known their 
identities, not even to Mr. Hammarsk- 
joeld, and as the result of his relentless 
fight to stop what he considered to be 
sabotage against the Special Committee 
on. the Problem of Hungary. It was 
this pledge which he was willing to 
honor under all circumstances, and his 
increasing but hopeless fight against 
Communist infiltration into the United 
Nations, which led to his dismissal and 
ultimately to his death. Whether or not 
that death was actually precipitated by 
his known intention of disclosing the 
names of Communist agents in the 
American personnel of the United Na¬ 
tions staff is not our province to discuss, 
because we are dealing here with what 
can be established from the official 
records. 

While many important facts and 
details of the Bang-Jensen case are still 
unknown, and some of them probably 
will be unknown forever, much can be 
revealed. In any case, enough to form 
a picture of the most important develop¬ 
ments, enough to put the blame where 
it belongs. I am grateful for this oppor¬ 
tunity to do this and I have to thank 
for this opportunity several persons 
within and without the United Nations 
Secretariat who allowed me to see and 
to study certain documents, not yet 
available to the public. 

II 

The Draft Report 

On January 10, 1957, the General 
Assembly established the so-called Spec¬ 
ial Committee on the Problem of Hun¬ 


gary. The officially stated purpose of 
the Committee was to provide the Gen¬ 
eral Assembly of the United Nations 
with the “fullest and best available 
information regarding the situation cre¬ 
ated by the intervention of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, through 
its use of armed force and other means, 
in the internal affairs of Hungary as 
well as regarding developments relating 
to the recommendations of the Assem¬ 
bly on this subject.” It was composed 
of the representatives of Australia, Cey¬ 
lon, Denmark, Tunisia, and Uruguay. 
The Governments of these states ap¬ 
pointed as their representatives the 
following diplomats: 

Australia: Mr. K. C. O. Shann 
Ceylon: Mr. R. S. S. Gunewardene 

Denmark: Mr. Alsing Andersen 
Tunisia: Mr. Mongi Slim 

Uruguay: Professor Enrique 

Rodriguez Fabregat. 
The Secretary General appointed the 
staff: Mr. W. M. Jordan, principal 
Secretary of the Special Committee; and 
Mr. Paul Bang-Jensen, Deputy Secre¬ 
tary. The first session was held in New 
York on January 17, 1957. The Com¬ 
mittee elected as its Chairman Mr. Al¬ 
sing Andersen, and Mr. K. C. O. Shann 
as Rapporteur. 

The Special Committee on Hungary 
then began immediately with its work. 
Thirty-five witnesses were heard at U.N. 
Headquarters in New York. The Com¬ 
mittee then proceeded to Europe. From 
March 11 to April 16, 1957, the Commit¬ 
tee held hearings, first at the European 
Office of the United JsTations in Geneva 
and later in Rome, Vienna, London, 
and again in Geneva.. One hundred and 
eleven witnesses were heard altogether: 
35 in New York, 21 in Geneva, 16 in 
Rome, 30 in Vienna and 9 in London. 
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It was during the hearings in Europe 
that Bang-Jensen became aware o£ cer¬ 
tain strange practices which he described 
as “sabotage ” There were prospective 
witnesses to be heard by the Committee 
who, however, never were heard. Why ? 

Bang-Jensen did not keep quiet. He 
complained about this and other facts 
— for instance about the use of a Soviet 
citizen and a Yugoslav as guards — to 
the staff of the Committee as well as 
to its members. This, in turn, created 
almost from the beginning an out¬ 
spoken animosity against him. More¬ 
over, he frequently violated the most 
sacred rule of bureaucracy by going over 
the head of his immediate superior, the 
British Secretary of the Committee, Mr. 
Jordan. From this moment on, the 
battle was joined. 

On June 4, 1957, the Special Commit¬ 
tee on Hungary adopted its draft re¬ 
port. On that day, Paul Bang-Jensen 
wrote a confidential memorandum to 
Mr. T. G. Narayanan, the U.N. officer 
in charge of the Department of Political 
and Security Council Affairs, in which 
he openly complained about the many 
errors in the draft which the Commit¬ 
tee’s Secretary, Mr. Jordan, had refused 
to bring to the Rapporteur’s attention. 
This amounted to an official declaration 
of war against Mr. Jordan, the Secretary 
of the Committee. The memorandum 
follows: 

“The members of the Committee and 
its Rapporteur, Ambassador Shann, are 
unaware that the report, as adopted, 
contains several dozens of errors of fact, 
which the Secretary of the Committee, 
in spite of my insistence, has refused to 
call to the Rapporteur’s attention. With 
regards to questions of form and pre¬ 
sentation, I have felt that I, as Deputy 
Secretary, should leave these and other 


4 


questions of judgement to Mr. Jordan 
and the Rapporteur. I have felt, how¬ 
ever, that it was my duty to call indis¬ 
putable errors of fact to Mr. Jordan’s 
attention, and that it, in my opinion, 
was his duty, as I have repeatedly stated 
to him, to let me show him the record, 
if there is any doubt in his mind, and 
then call the errors to the Rapporteur’s 
attention.” 

There can be no doubt that Bang- 
Jensen was only doing his duty. The 
underlying reason for his endeavors to 
call the Committee’s attention to those 
errors of fact in the Draft Report was 
his fear that if printed in the final 
report, they “would shake the general 
confidence in the reliability of the re¬ 
port and in some cases embarrass the 
members of the Committee.” 

This quote from one of Bang-Jensen’s 
earlier memoranda shows how much 
he was concerned with the reputation 
of the United Nations and its Special 
Committee on the Problem of Hungary. 
As we shall repeatedly see, again and 
again he wanted to protect the Secretary 
General, the Secretariat, and the mem¬ 
bers of the Special Committee, against 
any later reproaches of having been 
neglectful in the foremost duty of ac¬ 
curacy in an official U.N. Report of 
tremendous importance. Being denied 
the right to bring errors of fact to the 
attention of the Committee must have 
caused a deep worry in his mind. That 
he was denied this right cannot be 
doubted. He himself, in that same mem¬ 
orandum of June 4, 1957 to Mr. Nar¬ 
ayanan, stated this fact as follows: “The 
Secretary (Mr. Jordan) repeatedly has 
refused to call errors of fact, well known 
to him, to the Rapporteur’s attention 
and he has ordered me not to speak 
to the Chairman and the Rapporteur 


February 19, 1958: Bang-Jensen is notified by the Office of Personnel that 
charges of grave misconduct would be filed against him to 
be investigated by the Joint Disciplinary Committee. 


March 4, 1958: Bang-Jensen applies for the right to be represented by inde¬ 

pendent counsel, and for the right to access to all documents 
necessary for his defense. 


April 9, 1958: Bang-Jensen, in a memorandum to Andrew Cordier, enum¬ 

erates eighty-seven items on which he requests documents. 

May 10, 1958: Bang-Jensen files an appeal with the Joint Appeals Board, 

contesting the following administrative decision: 

1. Failure to produce documents requested by him on 
April 9, 1958. 

2. Failure to allow him time to find and instruct counsel 
for the preparation of his answer. 

3. Failure “to make certain” that his case should not be 
dealt with in the Disciplinary Committee until the facts 
had been completed and, in particular, while his appeal 
was pending before the Joint Appeals Board. 



May 29, 1958: 

The Joint Appeals Board reports to the Secretary General 
that it is not competent to consider Bang-Jensen’s appeal. 


June 3, 1958: 

Bang-Jensen notifies the Joint Disciplinary Committee that 
he will appeal to the Administrative Tribunal. 


June 5, 1958: 

The Joint Disciplinary Committee unanimously finds that 
Bang-Jensen should be dismissed for misconduct. 

< 

June 6, 1958': 

The Secretary General forwards the report of the Joint 
Disciplinary Committee to Bang-Jensen, giving him one 
week to answer the charges in the committee’s report. 
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TIME TABLE OF THE BANG-pNSEN CASE 


January 10, 1957: The General Assembly establishes the Special Committee 

on the Problem of Hungary. 

June 7, 1957: The Special Committee on the Problem of Hungary 

approves the final draft of its report without the changes 
so strongly urged by Bang-Jensen. 

August 16, 1957: Bang-Jensen is relieved of'his duties as Deputy Secretary 

' of the Special Committee on the Problem of Hungary and 
returned to his regular tasks in the Department of Political 
and Security Council Affairs. 


October 9, 1957: 


A State Department inquiry is addressed to the Secretary 
General concerning a Hungarian refugee who had testified 
before the Special Committee. (Never before that day was 
Bang-Jensen requested — and later “instructed” to hand 
over the list of the eighty-one Hungarian witnesses.) 


December 4, 1957: Bang-Jensen is suspended as an employee of the U.N. Secre¬ 

tariat (With full pay.) 

The Secretary General appoints the Gross Committee. It 
worked from December 6, 1957 until February 7, 1958. 


December 21, 1957: The Gross Committee issues its first Interim Report and 
releases it to the press. 


January 15, 1958: The Gross Committee issues its second Interim Report and 

releases it to the press. 


January 24, 1958: The burning of the list of eighty-one Hungarian witnesses 

in a sealed envelope takes place on the roof of the U.N. 
building in New York. 


February 8, 1958: The Gross Committee issues its final Report, with a recom¬ 

mendation of Bang-Jensen’s dismissal. The Report was not 
released to the press, but was the subject of a press con¬ 
ference. 
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about the report, even in his presence.” 

This gag-rule, in particular, appeared 
so repulsive to Bang-Jensen as to disturb 
him very much. Two days after he had 
written his memorandum to Mr. Nar¬ 
ayanan just quoted, he wrote another 
one to Mr. Hammarskjoeld, marked 
“For the Eyes of the Secretary-General 
Only!” In it, setting aside any protocol 
against going over the heads of his im¬ 
mediate superiors in the Committee as 
well as in the Secretariat, Bang-Jensen 
carried his complaints of deliberate sabo¬ 
tage to the highest forum in the United 
Nations, the Secretary General himself. 
He wanted to be sure that the Secretary 
General knew all about the sabotage 
going on in the Committee, and about 
the factual errors in the Draft Report. 
He also wanted to protect himself 
against any future reproach from 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s side in the well 
known vein: “Why didn’t you tell me?” 
After explaining verbally the nature of 
the sabotage to Mr. Andrew Cordier, 
Executive Assistant to the Secretary 
General, Bang-Jensen wrote to Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld as follows: 

“Mr. Cordier will no doubt have 
reported to you our conversation this 
morning and explained that the situa¬ 
tion is considerably more serious than 
I found it wise to spell out in my mem¬ 
orandum. It is a methodical attempt to 
suppress certain essential facts, and to 
insert erroneous facts and contradictions 
in the report, particularly in the key 
chapter. I offered to give Mr. Cordier 
all the evidence, if desired about these 
efforts which are both consistent and 
flagrant. All errors and omissions, all 
point the same way, except one small 
one which might be a little unfair to 
Mr. Kadar. (I was, however, told this 
evening that that one is being cor¬ 


rected.) That accumulation of errors of 
fact and contradictions are bound to 
undermine the authority of the report. 

“The situation, indeed, is very deli¬ 
cate. Sabotage of the Committee of 
various kinds has gone on from the very 
beginning. For instance, a number of 
efforts were made to prevent the Com¬ 
mittee from hearing certain witnesses. 
At times these efforts were extremely 
clumsy, and I know that in one case 
several officers of the staff began to 
realize what was taking place. Some of 
the many people working on the report 
know. There is, therefore, reason to fear 
when errors, contradictions, and omis¬ 
sions are pointed out after the report 
is published, it will soon be known 
around the building and to the press 
that these errors of fact were pointed 
out in advance, but that it, strangely 
enough, in spite of all efforts, was im¬ 
possible to make anybody spend the few 
minutes it would take to look at the 
record and find out whether it was a 
tired man’s wild assertions or they were 
actually errors of fact. This will seem 
the stranger, I am afraid, since the 
report, factual as it is, is politically 
explosive. Outsiders would undoubtedly 
think that the utmost care would be 
taken to assure that all the facts are 
correct.” 

By writing this to Mr. Hammarsk¬ 
joeld, Bang-Jensen knew that he was 
doing something that must appear silly 
or quixotic to many of his colleagues 
since, as he wrote, “we are .rarely thank¬ 
ful, although we should be, to the 
person who has cburage enough to 
bring unpleasant information to our 
attention.” Nevertheless, he did not hold 
back any of the “unpleasant informa¬ 
tion.” Completely without regard for 
the fact that his behavior must make 
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himself immensely unpopular with the 
members of the Special Committee on 
Hungary as well as with the Secretary 
General, Bang-Jensen did not shrink 
from what he considered to be his duty. 
He even went so far in his memor¬ 
andum ‘Tor the Eyes of the Secretary- 
General Only!” as to tell Mr. Ham- 
marskjoeld that Mr. Jordan had repeat¬ 
edly said “that he (Jordan) was in fact 
acting in accordance with your (Ham- 
marskjoeld’s) instructions and has in¬ 
timated that it would, therefore, be 
rather foolish of me to take the matter 
up with you,” And he ended his mem¬ 
orandum by entreating Mr. Hammarsk- 
joeld to allow him to prevent the 
authors and editors of the Report on 
Hungary from becoming the victims of 
a rather subtly carried out sabotage. He 
wrote further: 

“I wish to assure you that I am at 
your disposal beyond, but not contrary 
to, my duties as an officer of the United 
Nations to straighten out everything. 
My only condition, as I have several 
times told Mr. Jordan, is honesty. I 
have seen enough to know that people 
can do terrible things and still have 
other admirable or attractive sides to 
their character. I am not excited, I am 
not angry, not indignant, I have no 
animus against anybody. I only feel 
sorry for those — whoever they are — 
who, perhaps by some mistake, have 
placed themselves in a position from 
which they find it difficult to retrieve 
themselves.” 

Hardly can it be said that this mem¬ 
orandum shows any sign of hysteria. 
There is no maliciousness in it, nor the 
attitude of “I’ll get them” or of any 
“revenge.” It is a rational document 
which simply claims that certain acts 
of sabotage were carried out and that 


many errors of fact in the Draft Report 
should be corrected. Why it was not 
possible to have them corrected remains 
a secret to this very day. 

Ill 

Enter Ralph Bunche 

On June 18, 1957, Bang-Jensen was 
departing from New York by boat on 
home leave. One day before he left, he 
reminded Mr. Hammarskjoeld again of 
his communications. He expressed sur¬ 
prise that he had not received any 
answer at all to his memoranda of the 
4th, 6th and 11th June. This time Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld replied. In a letter, 
already addressed to Bang-Jensen’s Dan¬ 
ish address, he wrote: “I shall be glad 
to discuss all matters with you which 
you regard as relevant upon your return 
from home leave.” 

This turned out to be nothing but an 
empty phrase. Bang-Jensen returned to 
New York on August 16, 1957. He 
waited for an invitation from the Secre¬ 
tary General to explain to him person¬ 
ally the alleged acts of sabotage and the 
“several dozens” of factual errors in the 
Draft Report. Mr. Hammarskjoeld did 
not invite him! Bang-Jensen wrote an¬ 
other “Strictly Confidential” memoran¬ 
dum to Hammarskjoeld on August 27, 
1957, in which he said: “I was surprised 
that, after receiving my memoranda of 
4, 6, 11 and 17 June regarding sabotage 
of the efforts of the Committee on Hun¬ 
gary, you did not ask me to postpone 
my home leave, and that you did not 
even take steps to see me at least once 
before I left to find out whether the 
evidence in my possession actually was 
as conclusive as I insisted.” 

On August 26, 1957, Bang-Jensen was 
informed — orally! —that Mr. Ham¬ 
marskjoeld and Mr. Cordier “had agreed 


generally interpreted by the correspon¬ 
dents. Then, however, his answer sim¬ 
ply was a denial of the truth, because 
it has been stated so many times, and 
not only in Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s letter 
of dismissal, that Bang-Jensen was dis¬ 
missed for, among other reasons, “in¬ 
subordination” to comply with given 
orders to hand over the list. Therefore, 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld did not explain 
the contradiction between two official 
U. N. documents, which was an out¬ 
standing example of the Secretariat’s 
attempt to hoodwink public opinion. 
Or is it possible that the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral had no knowledge at all of the 
“fact sheet” released to the press during 
his absence in Africa? We do not know. 
Should that be the case, the obviously 
unjust charge against this correspon¬ 
dent, for having quoted the “fact sheet” 
“out of context,” was probably made 
just to spare the Secretariat the embar¬ 
rassing admission of having manipu¬ 
lated the truth, a truth so well known 
to all who cared to study the record. 

With this we are coming to the end 
ot our study. We cannot go much fur¬ 
ther, in the presentation of many other 
details of the case, with its involved 
complexity and legal intricacies. This 
is, after all, not a presentation for law¬ 
yers only; quite the contrary. It is writ¬ 
ten in order that the average reader may 


understand the basic features of the 
Bang-Jensen case. 

What is the lesson to be learned from 
the Bang-Jensen case? It is that there is 
only one way to prevent such a tragedy 
in the future: To force the United Na¬ 
tions to amend its own staff rules. At 
the same time Congress would have to 
amend the Privileges and Immunities 
Act, which is the legal basis for the 
diplomatic immunity enjoyed not only 
by the diplomats representing their 
countries at the U. N., but by the mem¬ 
bers of the Secretariat too. 

As to the amendment of the United 
Nations’ own rules, the General As¬ 
sembly should adopt a new staff rule, 
providing for a special watchdog com¬ 
mittee in any future proceedings of 
this kind. It should consist of, among 
others, members of that U. N. delega¬ 
tion representing the state of which the 
accused international civil servant is a 
citizen. This watchdog committee 
should not only have the right, but the 
duty, to sit in all sessions of all U. N. 
bodies concerned with the particular 
case. Under that rule, in the case of Mr. 
Bang-Jensen, the Danish delegation to 
the U. N. would have had the right to 
exercise some control over the proceed¬ 
ings against Bang-Jensen, proceedings 
which proved to be the shame and 
tragedy of the United Nations. 
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“to make public” the names on the 
secret list o£ witnesses, he could not 
have been dismissed for not complying 
with a non-existent demand. 

Why then did the Secretariat, in its 
press release of January 1, 1960 make 
the nonsensical assertion that he was 
not dismissed for not “divulging” the 
names of the witnesses? Obviously, in 
order to impart the impression that he 
was not dismissed for refusing to sur¬ 
render the list. This was the general 
impression people within and without 
the United Nations got. “Divulge” only 
makes sense in the context of the press 
release if interpreted in the broader 
sense, not to be found in Webster, of 
“handing over the list to Mr. Hammar- 
skjoeld.” But this impression, conveyed 
by the “fact sheet,” the only impression 
which makes sense, is a contradiction of 
the well established fact, a complete 
abandonment of the truth, the well- 
known truth that Bang-Jensen was dis¬ 
missed for exactly this persistent refusal 
of his to hand over the list. 

Since, of course, everybody in the 
U. N. press room interpreted the “fact 
sheet” as meaning that Bang-Jensen 
was not dismissed for his refusal to 
hand over the list, this writer under¬ 
took to confront the Secretary General 
with the strange contradiction between 
the Secretariat's “fact sheet” and Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld's own letter of dismis¬ 
sal. The confrontation took place at 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s press conference 
of March 3, 1960 when the following 
colloquy, quoted from the official U. N. 
transcript, occurred: 

Mr. Epstein: “While you were away 
in Africa, the Secretariat issued unex¬ 
pectedly a so-called list of facts concern¬ 
ing the Bang-Jensen case, in which the 
following was said: ‘He was not dis¬ 


missed for refusing to divulge the 
names of these witnesses.’ 

“However, in your letter of dismissal 
of 3 July 1958, you wrote: 

“‘You failed to comply with orders 
first given orally on 9 October 1957 and 
later in writing from the Secretary 
General to deliver for safekeeping in 
the Secretariat papers in your possession 
relating to witnesses before the Special 
Committee on the Problem of Hun¬ 
gary. Your conduct as dealt with under 
charges III and IV indicates so serious 
a lapse of judgment and a lack of un¬ 
derstanding the responsibility of a 
United Nations official as to indicate 
that your continued employment by 
the United Nations would be incon¬ 
sistent with the maintenance of a high 
level of efficient service.’ 

“So it seems that the Secretariat, in 
a correction sheet, is correcting its own 
Secretary General. Could you tell us 
how any such thing is possible?” 

The Secretary General: “It is pos¬ 
sible to show anything if you quote 
things out of context. Sir. As you have 
this good knowledge of the letter of 
dismissal you can read it in its entirety 
and it will confirm what is said in the 
fact sheet.” 

Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s answer was, if 
semantics be sufficiently strained, cor¬ 
rect; for he had not asserted in his 
letter of dismissal that Bang-Jensen was 
dismissed for refusing to “divulge” the 
names of the Hungarian witnesses. In 
this case he should have reprimanded 
the responsible person in the Secre¬ 
tariat for putting out a nonsensical 
press release. He must have known that 
the “fact sheet” makes only sense if the 
word “divulge” is interpreted as mean¬ 
ing at least “to make known to the 
Secretary General” as it was, of course, 
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that he was no longer to be Deputy 
Secretary of the Committee on Hun¬ 
gary.” Bang-Jensen saw in this sudden 
and only orally announced demotion 
nothing but an official green light, given 
to those who, in his opinion, had en¬ 
gaged in sabotage of the U.N. Special 
Committee on Hungary. To detach 
Bang-Jensen completely from the work 
of the Committee, he even was strictly 
forbidden to see the final Draft Report. 
He was also forbidden to tell anyone 
that he was no longer the Deputy Secre¬ 
tary of the Committee on Hungary, 
even the Danish U.N. delegation whose 
members were to be his dinner guests 
the very next day. This strange and 
probably unprecedented injunction im¬ 
posed upon Bang-Jensen, an interna¬ 
tional civil servant, was designed to 
make an imposter and deliberate liar 
out of him. What would people — for 
instance the members of the Danish 
U.N. delegation — think of him if he 
left them in the belief that he still was 
the Deputy Secretary of the Special 
Committee on Hungary — as he was 
ordered to do — when they later learned 
that he had been relieved long ago? 
There are few features in the whole 
Bang-Jensen case which so clearly show 
the contempt for truth and for the dig¬ 
nity of an individual on the part of 
the Secretariat. 

Instead of seeing Mr. Bang-Jensen 
personally and discussing, as promised, 
a matter of such magnitude as the al¬ 
leged acts of sabotage and the errors of 
fact in the Draft Report, Mr. Ham- 
marskjoeld decided to let — of all 
people — Ralph Bunche interrogate Mr. 
Bang-Jensen. To evaluate the meaning 
of Ralph Bunche’s appointment to deal 
with the Bang-Jensen case and to recog¬ 
nize its truly surprising scurrility, we 


have to look for a few moments at Mr. 
Bunche’s own political record. 

For many years. Dr. Ralph Bunche 
was closely affiliated with Communist 
activities and organizations. This cer¬ 
tainly should not reflect upon him today, 
provided that he had ever admitted the 
fact. But there is no statement of Ralph 
Bunche in existence — at least to the 
best of my knowledge — in which he 
admitted, repented, or withdrew a single 
word of his many declarations and writ¬ 
ings along the Communist Party line. 
This distinguishes his case from those 
who have done exactly that, as for 
instance, Louis Budenz, Whittaker 
Chambers, Ben Mandel, Ben Gitlow 
and many others who are today among 
the outstanding American fighters 
against Communism. Since Dr. Bunche 
never cared to explain his past Com¬ 
munist activities, grave doubts about his 
present loyalties are justified. 

We are grateful to Mr. Archibald 
Roosevelt, the late President Theodore 
Roosevelt’s son, for a splendidly docu¬ 
mented paper on Ralph Bunche. Mr. 
Roosevelt prepared this paper after he 
had suffered from a real shock in 1954, 
when the Theodore Roosevelt Memo¬ 
rial Association awarded the Theodore 
Roosevelt Medal to Dr. Ralph Bunche 
“for distinguished service” in interna¬ 
tional affairs. The following facts and 
quotations taken from Mr. Roosevelt’s 
paper will shed the appropriate light 
on Mr. Bunche’s record: 

Ralph Bunche’s name appeared on the 
masthead of the well known Com¬ 
munist Magazine, Science and Society, 
right from its beginning in 1935, until 
1940. He was not listed as a contributor 
but as “contributing editor.” Besides 
Mr. Bunche, the following members of 
the Editorial Board were listed: J. D. 
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Bernal, well known British Communist 
of Cambridge University; Paul Lange- 
vin, member of the French Communist 
Party, now deceased; Joseph Needham, 
the British Professor who served as the 
British protagonist of the Soviet charge 
against the United States of having 
waged germ warfare in Korea; W. P. 
Parry, director of the Communist Pro¬ 
gressive Labor School of Boston, a man 
who had used the fifth amendment 
before a Congressional Committee when 
asked whether he had ever been a 
member of the Communist Party; and 
Vladimir D. Kazakevich, who was ar¬ 
rested for deportation after Elizabeth 
Bentley — in a sworn statement — had 
testified that Kazakevich had given 
secret information to Jacob Golos, the 
Soviet spy master. These, then, were the 
editorial colleagues of Dr. Bunche for 
at least five years! 

It is true that Ralph Bunche defected 
from the Stalinist cause in 1939, after 
Stalin had concluded his alliance with 
Hitler. During that period, many Jews 
and Negro members of the Communist 
Party did the same because they found 
it too hard to swallow the Stalin-Hitler 
line. (They certainly did not defect 
because of the Communist program or 
because of any of Stalin's innumerable 
crimes, his slave labor camps, his broken 
treaties, his individual murders or any¬ 
thing of that sort!) In the Gunnar Myr- 
dal Carnegie studies, in 1940, Bunche 
even criticized the Communist party, 
stressing those Communist policies 
which resulted from the Stalin-Hitler 
Pact. But within a few weeks after 
Hitler’s invasion of the Soviet Union, 
the criticism, based on the Stalin-Hitler 
Pact and by no me^ns on Stalin’s com¬ 
munist policies, was forgotten. 

Mr. Bunche now accepted the recom¬ 
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mendation for a job with the O.S.S. 
(Office of Strategic Services) by Pro¬ 
fessor Charles Mcllwain of Harvard, a 
well known Communist frontcr. (See 
Appendix IX, House Un-American Ac¬ 
tivities Committee Report, March 1944, 
Page 380.) Rightfully, Mr. Archibald 
Roosevelt states in his paper: ‘'If Bunche 
had continued his separation from the 
communist movement it is hard to see 
why a person with communist front 
connections would interest himself to 
suggest Bunche for the position. Sec¬ 
ondly there is the fact that the O.S.S. 
was a highly infiltrated government 
agency, infiltrated by communists and 
their followers.” 

During the early years of Bunche’s 
association with the Communists, he 
contributed innumerable articles and 
book reviews to Science and Society, as 
well as to many other Communist or 
pro-Communist organs. Also during 
that time, Mr. Bunche became a con¬ 
tributor to the magazine. Race, which 
was organized and completely con¬ 
trolled by well-known Communist 
Party members. It proclaimed openly 
in its first issue that its object was “to 
plow up our institutions to their very 
roots and substitute a socialist order for 
the present capitalist order.” 

This then was the man whom Dr. 
Hammarskjoeld charged with interro¬ 
gating Paul Bang-Jensen, an ardent 
anti-Communist liberal who believed in 
the truly democratic way of life and in 
the free enterprise system. It is no 
wonder that Bang-Jensen had no chance 
to convince Mr. Bunche of the right of 
his cause. The cards were all too ob¬ 
viously stacked against him. 

The remarkable colloquy between 
Bunche and Bang-Jensen took place on 
August 28, 1957. On that day, Ralph 
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body wants to shoot Santa Claus.’ 

“The Secretariat has won. Bang-Jen¬ 
sen has lost. But not only he has lost. 
The United Nations has lost, the whole 
world has lost. Now we shall never get 
the really satisfactory, thorough, and 
objective investigation that public opin¬ 
ion all over the world has kept demand¬ 
ing. The cards will not be put on the 
taWe. 

“It shall never be made clear whether 
Bang-Jensen was an impossible quer- 
rulous person who saw saboteurs in 
every nook and cranny, or whether cer¬ 
tain officials had something to hide and 
very cleverly managed to thwart an in¬ 
vestigation that would have put them 
in the spotlight. 

“On the other hand, it has been made 
quite clear that the U. N. is not the 
model of law and order for all nations 
it ought to be by definition and which 
we had hoped it was. Like Caesar’s 
wife this organization ought to be be¬ 
yond suspicion. Instead, it is not even 
able to carry out a strictly objective in¬ 
vestigation, because its highest ranks 
are implicated. That’s exactly what is 
the case. 

“Andrew Cordier, who kept shooting 
from the hip at Bang-Jensen before the 
Administrative Tribunal, stands ac¬ 
cused in public by the 'Schweizer Ulus- 
trierte* as the instigator of the defama¬ 
tion campaign against Bang-Jensen, the 
instigator who had told the correspon¬ 
dents at the U. N. and others that Bang- 
Jensen was feebleminded, a drunkard, 
a McCarthyite, etc. . . . 

“There can be no doubt that it is 
most damaging to the moral prestige 
of the U. N. that men like Bang-Jen¬ 
sen have no chance to clear themselves 
through a comprehensive and objective 
investigation against the suspicions cast 
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on them.” 

With the increasing attention the 
Bang-Jensen case received in the Amer¬ 
ican as well as in the world press, the 
U. N. Secretariat felt every day more 
uncomfortable. In view of the world¬ 
wide publicity which — especially in 
the Scandinavian press — the case has 
won; and in view of the fact that Bang- 
Jensen appears already, as predicted by 
J. Anthony Panuch in his letter to Man¬ 
fred Simon, as the hero and martyr who 
preferred death to breaking his word 
of honor; under these considerations 
the Secretariat hit upon a new and 
rather astonishing idea. It suddenly de¬ 
cided — duT*ing one of Mr, Hammar- 
skjoeld’s frequent absences — to issue 
a so-called “fact sheet” on the Bang- 
Jensen case in which it simply denied 
that Bang-Jensen had ever been dis¬ 
missed for his refusal to hand over the 
list of the eighty-one anonymous Hun¬ 
garian witneo*'es! No more, no less was 
stated in the “fact sheet” placed on the 
shelves in the U. N. press room on 
January 1, 1960, a legal holiday when 
hardly any reporters appear at the 
United Nations. 

In this “fact sheet” a statement sim¬ 
ply read: “He (Bang-Jensen) was not 
dismissed for refusing to divulge the 
names of these witnesses.” The seman¬ 
tic trick played by the Secretariat con¬ 
sists in the fact that the Secretariat 
denies something which nobody has 
asserted. 

“Divulge” means, according to Web¬ 
ster, Second Edition: “to spread among 
the people; to indicate publicly; to pro¬ 
claim; to publish abroad; to make 
public; to reveal or to communicate to 
the public; to tell a secret so that it may 
become generally known.” Since no¬ 
body had ever asked Mr. Bang-Jensen 


41 





The Bang-Jensen Tragedy 


The Bang-Jensen Tragedy 


U. N. ever dare to mention irregulari¬ 
ties to their superiors?” 

With this remark, Bang-Jensen hit 
one of the most important implications 
of the case. One of the inferences to be 
drawn from all the proceedings against 
Bang-Jensen by his colleagues must in¬ 
deed amount to the warning not to 
criticize anything within the U. N. bu¬ 
reaucracy, no matter how wrong, sub¬ 
versive, or even dangerous to their own 
nation’s security it may be. Such an 
attitude of U. N. employees will be the 
only visible one; it will also be backed 
and encouraged by the prevailing U. N. 
rule that an international civil servant, 
serving the U. N., has first to be loyal 
to the world organization to which 
alone he has sworn allegiance, and not 
to his fatherland. That the Soviets have 
never accepted such a rule goes without 
saying. In the future we can expect, as 
a direct result of the Bang-Jensen case, 
an increased tendency to abide by this 
rule. Besides, the international civil 
servants’ only concern will be job se¬ 
curity and an undisturbed receipt of 
their salary checks. 

The proceedings before the Admin¬ 
istrative Tribunal reached a visible 
climax when, on November 26, 1958, 
Andrew Cordier appeared as a witness. 
Mr. Cordier immediately went deep 
into the substance of the case, which, 
of course, was not at all to be consid¬ 
ered by the Tribunal. In a lengthy 
speech, recapitulating the whole case, 
naturally in the Secretariat’s version 
only, Mr. Cordier leveled his accusa¬ 
tions against Bang-Jensen. 

When Bang-Jensen tried to answer 
Mr. Cordier, Mme. Bastid, President of 
the Tribunal, immediately interrupted 
him, cutting him short and pointing 
out that his answer concerned substan¬ 


tive matter and was, therefore, inad¬ 
missible. And she admonished him to 
stick strictly to the formal matter under 
discussion. Thus, the Tribunal allowed 
Mr. Cordier to appear in the role of the 
accuser, to dwell for a considerable 
time on substance rather than proce¬ 
dure, but prevented the accused from 
doing the same in his own defense. 


XI 

Some Final Comments 

Dr. Gunnar Leistikow, U. N. cor¬ 
respondent for several Danish news¬ 
papers, a Dane himself and a friend of 
Bang-Jensen’s, one of the best experts 
on this case I have ever met, wrote 
what appears to me to be the final 
verdict on these procedures in an ar¬ 
ticle in "Aarhus Stiftstidende*' of De¬ 
cember 7, 1958, From this article; I 
quote the following parts: 

‘The most remarkable comment to 
the whole case was already formulated 
nine months ago. At that time a col¬ 
league of Bang-Jensen’s said to me, if I 
remember correctly: 

“ ‘Bang-Jensen cannot win. He lost 
the very day Hammarskjoeld lent his 
name to the attacks against him in the 
Gross Report. Herewith, the results of 
all further investigations were prede¬ 
termined. Bang-Jensen’s case is hope¬ 
less, no matter whether he goes through 
with it, all the way up the Administra¬ 
tive Tribunal which is formally inde¬ 
pendent of the Secretary General. There 
is just nobody in the whole organization 
who is willing to start a quarrel with 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld after he got the 
reputation of a professional angel of 
peace. He is a holy cow. You can’t buck 
the system in the U. N. After all, no- 


Bunche greeted Bang-Jensen with the 
words: “You are not coming with a 
halo around your head; we know 
enough about you!” And then, it went 
on as follows. 

Ralph Bunche: “Do I understand you 
correctly to the eflfect that one of your 
main allegations is that both the Chair¬ 
man and the Rapporteur of the Special 
Committee on the Problem of Hungary 
have in some ways arid by someone 
been victimized with regard to many 
aspects of the Report? You will, of 
course, put this in your own terms. Am 
I also correct in the understanding that 
you stand by the statement made, at 
least twice in your memoranda, that the 
errors of fact you alleged, if corrected, 
would in fact support the conclusions 
of the report?” 

Bang-Jensen: “Yes. The Chairman 
and the Rapporteur have in fact, as I 
thought I clearly pointed out in my 
memoranda, been deceived with regard 
to the content and accuracy of the Re¬ 
port. It is also correct that the errors, if 
corrected, would have further supported 
the conclusions of the Report. How¬ 
ever, I thought it also was clear from 
my memoranda that the danger of the 
errors of fact was that they could make 
the Report ridiculous or that they could 
give ammunition for arguing against 
the Report.” 

By now, the situation was already 
very hot. All kinds of rumors were 
spread throughout the U. N. Secretariat 
and among the Delegates. Bang-Jensen 
was described as “neurotic,” an “inces¬ 
sant trouble maker,” and even as out¬ 
right “mentally sick.” This deliberate 
campaign, whose main originator un¬ 
doubtedly was Andrew Cordier, aimed 
at the complete discrediting of an honest 
and even immensely efficient interna¬ 


tional civil servant—as his many years 
in the service of the Danish Govern¬ 
ment as well as of the United Nations 
had proved. Bang-Jensen did not pay 
any attention to these rumors. He re¬ 
mained unruffled by them and con¬ 
tinued in an admirable way in his fight, 
or as the psychoanalytically minded in 
the Secretariat preferred to say, in his 
“self-destruction.” In the end it turned 
out to be self-destruction, as the fight 
of every martyr in history has termi¬ 
nated in self-destruction. They all—in¬ 
cluding Bang-Jensen—could have saved 
their lives if they had only shut up. But 
this was exactly what they did not want 
to do. That would have appeared to 
Bang-Jensen as abandonment of his 
duty as a faithful servant of the United 
Nations. To illustrate the point, I quote 
from another memorandum of his to 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld. Its date shows the 
9th of September, 1957 and it reads: 

“I have unfortunately received what 
appears to be conclusive proof of an¬ 
other serious act of sabotage by the 
Secretariat. In this case it will be possi¬ 
ble to ascertain the correctness of the 
evidence in less than five minutes. 

“Since I have been threatened with 
disciplinary action and dismissal if I 
‘continued’—by which I understood, 
continued to bring acts of sabotage to 
your attention—I shall in the circum¬ 
stances take no steps until you indicate 
that you wish to be informed. 

“It is my duty to add that it is ap¬ 
parently also being maintained in the 
instance that the sabotage is carried out 
on your instructions.” 

The Secretary General did not reply 
to this alarming memorandum. Nor did' 
he instruct Bang-Jensen to “continue” to 
bring acts of sabotage to his attention. 
Instead of inviting Bang-Jensen to sit 
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down with him and to give a report on 
all the acts of sabotage against the Spe¬ 
cial Committee on Hungary and a com¬ 
plete list of all the errors of fact con¬ 
tained in the final Draft Report, Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld asked again—of all 
people—Mr, Bunche to find out what 
it was all about. 

Mr. Bunche, therefore, wrote to Bang- 
Jensen on September 17, 1957. He asked 
him “to list and describe the specific 
acts of ‘sabotage’ alleged, to identify 
precisely in each instance the person or 
persons alleged to be responsible for the 
act, and to indicate the actual evidence 
which in your view can be brought to 
bear in support of your allegations.” 

To this, Bang-Jensen answered im¬ 
mediately. However, he took exception 
to Mr. Bunche’s remark “you agree to 
undertake to reduce to specific terms 
the general allegations of ‘sabotage’ that 
you have made.” He also took exception 
to the implied charge that he had made 
“loose” charges, “neither specifying the 
act of sabotage, nor identifying any of 
those involved, nor giving any indica¬ 
tion of the evidence.” 

Bang-Jensen reminded Bunche of the 
“unpleasant” conversation of August 
28, 1957, when Bunche had greeted 
Bang-Jensen with the words: “You 
are not coming with a halo around 
your head; we know enough about 
you!” He also reminded Mr. Bunche 
that he (Bunche) had explicitly refused 
to look at the evidence he had been 
offered, with the rather sarcastic re¬ 
mark: “It would be ridiculous to spend 
even five minutes to look at it.” How 
could Bang-Jensen trust a man for 
whom it was “ridiculous” to look at the 
offered evidence on August 28, and who 
now, less than three weeks later, pre¬ 
tends to have the desire to look at the 


10 


very same evidence.? Could he believe 
in the seriousness of Mr. Bunche.? He 
obviously did not, and he reminded Mr. 
Bunche that he had already vainly tried 
to acquaint the Under Secretary with 
explicit cases of sabotage, for instance 
with the so-called Maleter case: On 
September 9, 1957, Bang-Jensen had in¬ 
formed Bunche about a cable to the 
Special Committee on Hungary regard¬ 
ing General Maleter’s bodyguard, who 
was available as a probably very impor¬ 
tant witness. This cable had never been 
communicated to the Chairman of the 
Committee, nor had it been circulated 
among its members. The witness, there¬ 
fore, never got the opportunity to testify 
before the Hungary Committee. 

Among the documents this writer has 
had the opportunity to scan, is a so- 
called “Note on Informal Talks on 19 
September (1957) with de Herdevarym, 
Duckworth-Baker and Schreiber,” three 
members of the Secretariat of the Spe¬ 
cial Committee on Hungary. The note 
is signed by Mr. Bunche and maintains 
that each of the three, “in his own 
words” corroborated the following: 

1. “Unqualified denial in response to 
my question that there has been at any 
time, in any fashion or by any one, 
sabotage of the work of the Committee. 

2. “Mr. Bang-Jensen suffers from an 
obsession about sabotage and Jordan’s 
connection with it. 

3. “Mr. Bang-Jensen has been over¬ 
whelmed by the work of the Committee 
and on occasion has given evidence of 
hysteria.” 

To this, Mr. Bunche added the fol¬ 
lowing two sentences: “These talks have 
strongly confirmed my opinion that Mr. 
Bang-Jensen is mentally ill. I am not 
at all sure that he is very far from a 
state of mind which could lead to physi- 
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“2, to order the Secretary General 
to make available to Applicant all docu¬ 
ments he ‘might request’ as necessary 
for the preparation of his defense; 

“3. to order the Secretary General to 
allow Applicant reasonable time to pre¬ 
pare his written answer to the charges 
made against him;” and 

“4. to order the Secretary General 
to ensure that the Applicant’s case is 
not dealt with by the Joint Disciplinary 
Committee until it is properly pre¬ 
sented to the Committee by the Ad¬ 
ministration.” 

The Tribunal deliberated the case 
until December 5, 1958. In its verdict 
of that day, it stated: 

“It is regrettable that the Applicant 
has put himself in a difficult position 
by his own conduct. The Applicant re¬ 
mained ex parte \Emphasis the tri- 
bunaVs] in the proceedings before the 
Joint Disciplinary Committee on the 
ground that the documents requested 
were not made available to him. The 
Applicant has thereby denied himself 
an opportunity for his defense being 
considered on its merit by the Joint 
Disciplinary Committee and also by ap¬ 
propriate appeal authorities in due 
course. 

“In conclusion the Tribunal finds 
that the plea of lack of due process at 
various stages of the disciplinary pro¬ 
ceedings against him is not substan¬ 
tiated. 

“The application is hereby dismissed.” 

We can gather from this that the 
Administrative Tribunal acted as a 
rubber stamp of the Gross “reports,” 
exactly as the Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee had done. 

Since the deliberations of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Tribunal took place in 
bright daylight, the correspondents had 
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an excellent opportunity to watch the 
proceedings, among them the testimony 
given by Mr. Cox who represented the 
U. N. Secretariat. This gentleman stated 
categorically that not even a Danish 
Court would have given Bang-Jensen 
access to such documents as he may 
have considered pertinent. He also said 
that Bang-Jensen could not justify his 
accusation by referring to documents in 
the possession of the opponent. This 
was, of course, irrelevant since Bang- 
Jensen was not only denied access to 
documents in the hand of the opponent, 
but had lost access to his own docu¬ 
ments when he was suspended and was 
refused permission to enter his own of¬ 
fice and to remove his own documents! 
This led to the fact that the documents 
of both, accuser and accused, ultimately 
wound up in the sole possession of the 
accuser, a fact completely ignored by 
the Gross Committee, the Joint Disci¬ 
plinary Committee, and by the Admin¬ 
istrative Tribunal as well. 

Mr. Bang-Jensen’s lawyer, Clifford 
Forster, retained for him by the Inter¬ 
national League for the Rights of Man, 
stressed, in answering Mr. Cox, the 
point that the whole case was a matter 
of due process and that Bang-Jensen 
must have the opportunity to prepare 
his defense as he saw fit. Mr. Forster 
suggested the creation of a special com¬ 
mittee to decide the relevancy of the 
documents asked for by Bang-Jensen. 

Bang-Jensen himself answered Mr. 
Cox by stating that Mr. Cox’s argu¬ 
mentation showed how little is known 
about the case, even by U. N. officials. 
He continued by saying: “I have dis¬ 
cussed the case with prominent judges 
and professors of law in Denmark. 
They were all shocked. If this matter 
is allowed to stand, will anybody in the 
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“8. The Committee knew that, on 
19 April, I had appealed your failure 
to make the testimony and documents 
available prior [Emphasis his\ to the 
proceedings in the Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee, in accordance with due process 
and your explicit assurance. 

“9. The Committee did not begin its 
so-called proceedings until five days 
later, when it, in its own words, on 24 
April, held its ‘first meeting in execu¬ 
tive session^ and ‘began consideration of 
the charges preferred against you.’ 

“10. The Committee later took care, 
as my annexed memorandum to it of 
7 June clearly demonstrated, to make 
me believe that it was not proceeding 
but had accepted my protest and was 
resting the case in accordance with or¬ 
dinary principles of due process. 

“11. The Committee thereby made 
certain that it could not risk receiving 
an answer from me to the charges 
against me. 

“12. The Committee thus submits 
its ‘report’ to you without ever having 
heard me or having received any an¬ 
swer from me. 

“13. The Committee, nevertheless, 
largely bases its conclusions on the as¬ 
sertion that, since I have not answered, 
it had to presume that the various con¬ 
tentions and allegations of the Admin¬ 
istration are true. 

“14. The Committee had papers be¬ 
fore it, the contents of which still are 
unknown to me. 

“15. The legal opinion strongly in 
my favor, submitted by the Interna¬ 
tional League for the Rights of Man to 
the Disciplinary Committee through 
the Committee’s Secretary, apparently 
never reached the members of the Com¬ 
mittee. 

“16. Two of the three members of 


the Committee are personal assistants 
of Mr. Philippe de Seynes, who is one 
of the signers of the Gross ‘report.’ 

“17. One of the members had dis¬ 
cussed the case in advance and had 
made shocking and prejudicial state¬ 
ments, as indicated in the end of my 
annexed memorandum of 7 June.” 

This is Bang-Jensen’s summary of 
the more important violations of “due 
process.” Every unprejudiced reader 
will, I am sure, agree that almost every 
single one would suffice in any Amer¬ 
ican court of appeals to mark the pro¬ 
ceedings as a gross miscarriage of jus¬ 
tice, with the result that a new trial 
would be ordered. 

X 

The End Of The Road 

The last U. N. administrative body 
to deal with the Bang-Jensen case was 
the Administrative Tribunal. It pro¬ 
ceeded — as distinguished from the 
Gross Committee and the Joint Disci¬ 
plinary Committee—in public, in bright 
daylight. The Administrative Tribunal 
consisted of Mme. Suzanne Bastid, 
President; Lord Crook, Vice President; 
the Honorable R. Venkataram, mem¬ 
ber; and Mr. Omar Loutfi, alternate. 

To this Administrative Tribunal 
Bang-Jensen had filed his appeal of 
August 29, 1958 from which we have 
quoted before. It was an appeal against 
the Secretary General’s failure to offer 
him due process prior to the proceed¬ 
ings of the Joint Disciplinary Commit¬ 
tee. We have to quote this document 
again. Through it, Bang-Jensen re¬ 
quested the Administrative Tribunal: 

“1. To find that the proceedings of 
the Joint Disciplinary Committee in the 
Applicant’s case were ‘illegal and in¬ 
valid’; 


cal violence, either to himself or to 
others.” 

In evaluation of this “Note on In¬ 
formal Talks” it must be recognized 
that it would, if presented as evidence, 
be thrown out of any American court. 
How can three subaltern secretaries state 
that “there-was no sabotage” when all 
they can reasonably state is the fact that 
“there was no sabotage to their knowl¬ 
edge?” It is, of course, highly unlikely 
that they would have known anything 
about sabotage. Any decision by the 
Secretary (Mr. Jordan) or the Rappor¬ 
teur (Ambassador Shann) not to pre¬ 
sent certain material or prospective wit¬ 
nesses—acts which could, under certain 
circumstances, amount to sabotage— 
could not be known to three secretaries 
down the ladder. The other allegation, 
therefore, that Bang-Jensen “suffers 
from an obsession about sabotage and 
Jordan’s connection with it” is nothing 
but an unwarranted inference from an 
unfounded premise. The third allega¬ 
tion, about Bang-Jensen’s being “over¬ 
whelmed by the work,” and about the 
possible “evidence of hysteria,” could 
have been true, but was neither factually 
supported nor relevant. 

The astonishing thing is not the fact 
that the three secretaries told Mr. 
Bunche this story—they did it probably 
completely bona fide —but that he, a 
trained lawyer himself, swallowed it, 
hook line and sinker, without any ana¬ 
lytical afterthought. It is hard to assume 
that Mr. Bunche really ever believed in 
the three secretaries’ “evidence” against 
Bang-Jensen. More probable is that he 
was well aware of the worthlessness of 
such “evidence,” but that he had de¬ 
cided to use it against a man who was 
a disturbing observer and critic of pos¬ 
sibly sinister goings on in the Commit¬ 
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tee on Hungary—and whose political 
views, as we have already seen, were 
strictly opposed to those of Mr. Bunche. 

IV 

Suspension 

On December 9, 1957, the Secretariat 
released a “Note to Correspondents” that 
Mr. Bang-Jensen had been suspended 
from duty, “pending further investiga¬ 
tion as a result of his non-compliance 
with instructions from his superiors. In 
accordance with established practice, he 
was instructed at the conclusion of his 
duties as a member of the Secretariat 
staff assigned to the Special Committee 
on the Problem of Hungary, to turn 
over to the Secretariat for safe custody 
under seal, official documents in his 
possession relating to the work of the 
Committee. The Secretary General has 
appointed the following to make a re¬ 
view of Mr. Bang-Jensen’s conduct re¬ 
lating to his association with the Special 
Committee on Hungary: Mr. Ernest A. 
Gross, Chairman; Mr. J. A. C. Robert¬ 
son and Mr. Stavropoulos. They will 
report to the Secretary General upon 
the completion of their inquiry.” 

When the Secretariat released the 
news of Bang-Jensen’s suspension, five 
days had already passed since that sus¬ 
pension. How his separation from the 
United Nations had been brought about 
is a most shocking story by itself; a 
story which bespeaks better than any¬ 
thing else the character of the Secre¬ 
tariat’s machine, the machine which was 
now set to destroy Paul Bang-Jensen. 

On December 4, 1957, Bang-Jensen 
had suddenly been called to the office 
of Mr. Robertson, United Nations Di¬ 
rector of Personnel. Mr. Robertson told 
Mr. Bang-Jensen on behalf of the Secre¬ 
tary General that he was suspended. 
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Mr. Robertson refused to give Mr. Bang- 
Jensen any reason whatsoever for the 
suspension, and he emphasized that Mr. 
Bang-Jensen had no right whatsoever to 
know the reason for his suspension. 
Another remarkable point to be noted 
is that the suspension was made orally. 
Nothing was presented in writing. 

Bang-Jensen reminded Mr. Robertson 
of the fact that a suspension, even when 
later lifted, might well cause serious 
damage to a person’s reputation. He 
further stated that a suspension was 
only permissible according to the staff 
rules, as a “necessary precautionary 
measure” but not as a punishment or in 
order to exert any pressure. All this was, 
of course, of no avail. Mr. Robertson 
remained unwilling to explain why Mr. 
Bang-Jensen was suddenly suspended. 

At the same time, Robertson in¬ 
structed Bang-Jensen not to give any 
explanation to his colleagues in the 
Secretariat as to why he suddenly left 
his office, nor io tell anybody that he 
was suspended. This outrageous “in¬ 
struction,” violating any code of de¬ 
cency, included even Bang-Jensen’s 
superiors with the sole exception of Dr. 
Dragoslav Protitch, Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs, who happened to be 
present at Mr. Robertson’s conversation 
with Mr. Bang-Jensen. 

Then Mr. Robertson further told Mr. 
Bang-Jensen that only the United Na¬ 
tions security guards would be in¬ 
formed, in order to be able to prevent 
Mr. Bang-Jensen’s return to the United 
Nations building. Mr. Bang-Jensen was 
then ordered to leave the U. N. building 
like a thief caught in the act. Outside 
Mr. Robertson’s office,- two husky 
guards were waiting to take him out to 
the street. This shanieful performance 
took place in the United Nations, of 


course,, by order of Mr. Hammarskjoeld, 
one of the godfathers of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights of which 
Article 5 states: “No one shall be sub¬ 
jected to degrading treatment or punish¬ 
ment.” 

The unprecedented use of two guards, 
to take a high ranking staff member out 
of the United Nations building, was im¬ 
mediately noted by several of Bang- 
Jensen’s colleagues. It caused tremen¬ 
dous indignation and became known to 
the press. Some of the delegates, espe¬ 
cially those from Denmark, were 
shocked to learn of the incident. They 
could hardly believe that a staff member 
who might have erred in his judgment, 
but certainly for most honest reasons in 
the deep belief that he was best serving 
the United Nations, was treated like a 
common criminal. Bang-Jensen’s ouster 
contributed more to discredit the United 
Nations, especially Mr. Hammarskjoeld, 
than anything else which had happened 
in the preceding twelve years. 

The Secretariat now wanted to fore¬ 
stall any bad publicity. In order to 
achieve this, the press was told that Mr. 
Bang-Jensen was a mental case, that he 
was “off his rocker,” a “psychopathic 
troublemaker,” a “McCarthyite,” an 
“alcoholic,” and that he had to leave the 
service “under a cloud.” This was part 
of a premediated campaign of character 
assassination, unprecedented even in 
the U.N.’s history. It reminds the un¬ 
prejudiced observer of Hitler’s and Sta¬ 
lin’s practices of slander, especially of 
those campaigns of character assassina¬ 
tion waged by Stalin at the time of the 
Moscow trials in the thirties. With one 
distinction however: Stalin’s and Vi- 
shinski’s character assassinations were 
obvious to many people, at least to those 
outside the Soviet Union. Only the 


difficult to understand how you can 
charge that I am making ‘unfounded’ 
and ‘groundless’ allegations, while you 
concurrently deprive me of the docu¬ 
ments to substantiate my allegation.” 

In the next chapter of his great de¬ 
fense brief, Bang-Jensen turns, at last, to 
what I have always considered to be 
the cardinal point of the whole case, the 
incessant violation of the principle of 
“due process of law.” 

He charges — and there is no doubt 
about the correctness of his statement 
—that the Joint Disciplinary Commit¬ 
tee had prepared its “so<alled ‘report’ ” 
in complete secrecy and that the Com¬ 
mittee “has neither heard me nor re¬ 
ceived any answer from me to the many 
serious charges” which Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld had preferred against him. He 
further states that the Disciplinary 
Committee “took great care by devious 
means to leave me with the impression 
that the Committee had accepted my 
protest, and honoring normal principles 
of due process, had agreed to rest the 
case while the question of the docu¬ 
ments was being decided by the ap¬ 
peal.” 

Bang-Jensen then specifically enu¬ 
merates seventeen violations of the prin¬ 
ciple of “due process” which I cannot 
and will not spare the reader of this 
documented study. For the list is neces¬ 
sary for the reader to be able to under¬ 
stand more clearly, and to judge more 
thoroughly, the miscarriage of justice in 
the United Nations under the direct 
auspices of the Secretary General and 
the Joint Disciplinary Committee. I 
quote from Bang-Jensen’s memoran¬ 
dum of June 14, 1958: 

“1. The whole case has been ir¬ 
reparably prejudiced by the Gross Com¬ 
mittee, established by you on 4 De¬ 


cember 1957 in circumvention of the 
Staff Rules, which has usurped the ad¬ 
visory functions of the Disciplinary 
Committee and the Joint Appeals 
Board. 

“2. You forwarded the final Gross 
‘report’ with its recommendation that 
I should be dismissed for ‘gross mis¬ 
conduct’ to the Disciplinary Committee 
as the presentation of your case against 
me, thereby in fact advising the Dis¬ 
ciplinary Committee what you wanted 
it to advise you. 

“3. The case was not even properly 
referred to the Disciplinary Committee 
by a communication addressed to it. 

“4. The Committee was not even 
convened by you to its first meeting, in 
accordance with Rule 110.5, but by a 
person who stepped forward from the 
panel of Chairman and happens to be 
the highest ranking of Mr. Cordier’s 
personal assistants. 

“5. The Committee knew that you 
had refused me access to the documents 
necessary for my defense. 

“6. The Committee had received a 
copy of my request for documents, 
including the testimony to Mr. Cordier 
of 9 April, listing 87 items, and could 
assure itself that none of these by any 
stretch of the imagination could be said 
not to be relevant. When, precisely, 
was the Declaration of Human Rights 
amended so that the testimony against 
a man is no longer relevant to his case.? 

“7. The Committee also knew that 
many of these documents were not 
merely relevant but absolutely essential, 
not merely for my defense but for any¬ 
body who sincerely wanted to know 
the facts in the case (for instance, the 
documents referred to in this statement, 
paragraphs 8, 9, 12, 26, 38, 54, 64 and 
96.) 
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discussed with and approved by you. 
At the present time it is not necessary 
to go into details with regard to this 
point — unless you desire so — since 
it is of no consequence [Emphasis by 
the author\ for the legal reasons which 
prevent me from handing the list over 
to you. 

“‘Let us assume — which I do not 
for a moment admit—that Dr. Protitch 
is right when he now says that I must 
have misunderstood what was agreed 
on. This does not change the fact that 
many witnesses have been promised 
that nobody in the Secretariat but I 
would know their names, that several 
witnesses made this a condition for tes¬ 
tifying, that two of them for very 
definite reasons [Emphasis by the 
author] which they specified, made it 
a condition that you in particular would 
not know their names; there were also 
other witnesses who gave reasons for 
their lack of confidence in you and 
certain other members of the Secre¬ 
tariat. 

“ ‘To repeat: A promise was given to 
the witnesses on behalf of the United 
Nations by an officer of the Organiza¬ 
tion. There was no reason for the wit¬ 
nesses to doubt that he was authorized 
to do so. Whether he actually was au¬ 
thorized or not is of no legal conse¬ 
quence. In the circumstances, all law¬ 
yers, I should think, will agree that the 
United Nations and I, legally, as well 
as morally, are bound by this promise, 
and that it cannot be modified without 
the consent of the witnesses themselves. 

“ ‘Dr. Protitch has not been able to 
show me how this legal situation can 
be circumvented. I trust that you will 
let me know if you can.'" 

Mr. Hammarskjoeld never answered 
this memorandum. He did not even 


acknowledge its receipt. Nor did the 
Gross Committee and the Joint Disci¬ 
plinary Committee give any sign that 
they were aware of this morally as well 
as legally basic problem. Did they not 
grasp it, or did they not want to see it 
because they must have known they 
could never dissolve it to the advantage 
of Mr. Hammarskjoeld.'^ Nobody ever 
tried to tell Mr. Bang-Jensen why he 
should not be bound — morally and 
legally — by his solemn promise. 

The next, hardly less important chap¬ 
ter in Bang-Jensen's memorandum of 
June 14, 1958, deals with the charge 
that he- had constantly made “un¬ 
founded and false" allegations as to 
sabotage against the Special Committee 
on Hungary. 

In this chapter he recalls the many 
occasions when he had offered evidence 
concerning the sabotage of the Hungary 
Committee’s work, but repeatedly was 
not allowed to present it. On one oc¬ 
casion he was even threatened by one 
of the Under Secretaries with disci¬ 
plinary action and dismissal if he “con¬ 
tinued" to bring new examples of 
sabotage to Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s at¬ 
tention. He also quotes Mr. Bunche 
who had, as we know, refused to re¬ 
ceive the evidence with the self-explan¬ 
atory remark: “It would be ridiculous 
to spend even five minutes to look at 
it." 

And then Bang-Jensen deals exten¬ 
sively and explicitly with the Secre¬ 
tariat’s constant refusal to give him 
access to the documents necessary for 
his defense. Among those papers re¬ 
quested by him were the transcripts of 
all testimony on which the charges 
against him were based, transforming 
his administrative trial into a trial in 
the dark. He says: “It seems somewhat 


Communists and their fellow travelers 
pretended to believe the hundreds of 
lies produced at the Moscow trials. 

Thus, Bang-Jensen who had been told 
by Mr. Robertson that he had no right 
at all to learn the reasons for his sudden 
suspension, learned those “reasons" from 
the New York newspapers. Suddenly, 
the whole world had the right to know 
“why” Bang-Jensen had to leave the 
United Nations. But five days before 
that the accused had been denied the 
same right! 

The assertion in the Press Release of 
December 9, 1957, that Bang-Jensen 
“was instructed at the conclusion of his 
duties (as Deputy Secretary of the U. N. 
Special Committee on the Problem of 
Hungary) to turn over to the Secre¬ 
tariat for safe custody under seal, official 
documents in his possession relating to 
the work of the Committee," is a mis¬ 
representation of the truth; or in plain 
words, a blatant lie! Bang-Jensen’s duty 
as Deputy Secretary of the Committee 
on Hungary had come to an end with 
the end of the activities of the Commit¬ 
tee on June 7, 1957, the day it approved 
the final draft of its report. There had 
been no such instruction issued to Bang- 
Jensen at the conclusion of those duties. 
Not until October 9, 1957, more than 
four months later, had Bang-Jensen 
been asked to turn over “official docu¬ 
ments” in his possession, especially the 
list of the Hungarian witnesses. Why 
did the Secretariat persistently misrepre¬ 
sent the facts.? We do not know and 
probably never will know. 

V 

The Gross Committee 

And -now let us take a closer look 
at the Gross Committee, which is the 
core of the whole Bang-Jensen story. It 


was this committee, appointed by Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld, which furnished the 
“legal" basis for Bang-Jensen’s dismissal, 
and it was the “strange" behavior of the 
Gross Committee which aroused world¬ 
wide indignation. 

Even the selection of its three mem¬ 
bers must be considered as strange. 
Ernest A. Gross, a former Assistant 
Secretary of State in the U. S. Depart¬ 
ment of State, and later a Deputy Dele¬ 
gate of the American Mission to the 
United Nations, became the Chairman. 
Mr. Gross was also the personal lawyer 
of Mr. Hammarskjoeld, who had paid 
him considerable sums of money. The 
two other members of the Gross Com¬ 
mittee, Messrs. Stavropoulos and Philippe 
de Seynes (who right in the beginning 
had replaced Mr. Robertson because of 
the latter’s going back to England) are 
interesting, inasmuch as their contracts 
of employment in the United Nations 
Secretariat were to expire the next April 
(1958), and both were eager to have 
them renewed. How could anyone ex¬ 
pect them to contradict the then already 
well established and well known opin¬ 
ion of Mr. Hammarskjoeld, who alone 
held the strings of the purse in his 
hands? 

It must be clear that these facts alone 
would have prevented any judges from 
sitting in any American court in an 
analogous situation. They would have 
been considered as biased, and expected 
to disqualify themselves. But even if— 
by some twist of procedure—^such biased 
judges would ever sit in such a case, the 
defendant would still have the right to 
appeal to higher state and federal courts, 
an opportunity -which is completely 
lacking in the United Nations. 

The Gross Committee was occupied 
with the Bang-Jensen case from Decem- 
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ber 6, 1957 to February 7, 1958. It issued 
two interim reports and a final report. 
During these two months, Bang-Jensen 
was only heard twice, on December 13 
and December 16, 1957. The day the 
Committee heard Mr. Bang-Jensen for 
the first time, Mr. Gross said, according 
to the official transcript: “As I under¬ 
stand it, this group has been asked by 
the Secretary General to discuss such 
matters with you as seem relevant to us. 
However, we are, of course, no formal 
group or a committee to the extent that 
we are bound, in any way, by the rules 
and regulations of the Secretariat ” Mr. 
Gross’s statement turned out to be a 
grave misrepresentation of the truth, to 
say the least. That the “group” was 
appointed by Mr. Hammarskjoeld as an 
investigating committee, and nothing 
else, evolves from countless documents, 
beginning with the letter of appoint¬ 
ment—and not ending with the first 
interim report of December 21, 1957. 
That document was issued on that day 
to the U.N. correspondents under the 
heading: “Interim Report of Committee 
of Investigation on the Bang-Jensen 
case.” [Our Italics.] 

The Gross Committee, though con¬ 
sidering other points, was mainly con¬ 
cerned with Bang-Jensen’s refusal to 
hand over the list of eighty-one wit¬ 
nesses, whom he had solemnly promised 
absolute anonymity in order to protect 
their friends and relatives in Hungary. 
But not until October 9, 1957 had Bang- 
Jensen been asked or instructed to give 
up that list. Since the Special Committee 
on Hungary had already finished its 
work early in June, 1957, the fact seems 
passing strange that during those inter¬ 
vening months neither Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld nor anybody else in the 
Secretariat had asked Bang-Jensen to 


surrender the list of witnesses—although 
everybody must have known that it was 
in his possession. The point is signifi¬ 
cant. When Mr, Hammarskjoeld and 
his associates considered the list as so 
highly important—which it undoubt¬ 
edly was—and when -they were so sure 
that it had always been Bang-Jehsen’s 
duty to hand over that secret list, why 
had they not asked him to do so for 
more than four months.? If they were 
right in their contention that this list 
belonged in a U.N. safe deposit vault 
under the direct control of the Secretary 
General, then it was the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral as well as Messrs. Cordier, Bunche, 
and Dr. Protitch who had been derelict 
in their sworn duty—and another U.N. 
investigation with some other dismiss¬ 
als was in order. Why has none been 
undertaken.? Why did Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld never inquire of his direct sub¬ 
ordinates how they could have forgotten 
for so long a time to ask Mr. Bang- 
Jensen to surrender so important a 
document? There are obviously two 
quite different sets of administrative 
justice prevailing in the United Nations. 
Bang-Jensen, considered by Mr. Ham¬ 
marskjoeld and the U.N. bureaucracy 
as insubordinate because he refused to 
surrender the list, was dismissed and 
died for his somewhat outmoded ideal 
that a man has to sustain his word of 
honor. But those members of the Secre¬ 
tariat whose duty it had been to see 
that secret documents did not remain in 
any official’s private possession, and 
who had completely failed to carry out 
this duty, were not even reprimanded. 

The Gross Committee released its first 
Interim Report on December 21, 1957, 
and its second one on January 15, 1958. 
Since these two reports plus the final 
one, with which we will deal later, are 


Hammarskjoeld denied that he was 
given authorization to promise abso¬ 
lute anonymity? Mr. Hammarskjoeld 
preferred not to commit himself and 
remained silent, as so often in the Bang- 
Jensen case. And Dr. Protitch main¬ 
tained first that the promise Mr. Bang- 
Jensen was authorized to give, did not 
include the Secretary General. One day 
later, to be exact, on October 10, 1957, 
however. Dr. Protitch shifted his posi¬ 
tion and maintained that he could not 
at all remember the exact terms of the 
authority Mr. Bang-Jensen was given. 

Two questions arise: 

1. If Dr. Protitch could not remem¬ 
ber on October 10, 1957 the exact terms 
of the authorization given Mr. Bang- 
Jensen, how could he have remembered 
those exact terms one single day be¬ 
fore, on October 9, 1957? 

2. How should it be explained that 
the Under Secretary, Dr. Dragoslav 
Protitch, did not keep some sort of ad¬ 
ministrative diary or any other kind of 
record? The same goes, of course, for 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld and Mr. Cordier. 
Neither the one nor the other put any¬ 
thing in writing about the highly im¬ 
portant form of authorization given Mr. 
Bang-Jensen, an authorization upon 
which the lives of people depended. 
One riddle leads to another and they 
all amount to overwhelming evidence 
of the existence of an incredible mess 
in the Secretariat. If such thing is pos¬ 
sible in matters of life and death what 
can we expect in less important affairs? 

Bang-Jensen did not shun the deci¬ 
sive problem of whether he was author¬ 
ized or not to promise anonymity and 
whether he was right or not to deny 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld the list of wit¬ 
nesses. What he says about this in his 
memorandum of June 14, 1958, is in 


MAY, I960 


fact the core of his whole defense, a de¬ 
fense which is by no means only a 
“defense” but an offensive act of dev¬ 
astating force against Messrs. Ham¬ 
marskjoeld, Cordier, Protitch, Bunche 
and the rest of the Secretariat. It is of 
such force and self-evidence for every¬ 
body of sound mind, even for legallv 
trained minds, that the Secretariat will 
not be able to live down its shame in 
years to come. The voice of world con¬ 
science is still soft, but may well break 
out in a storm of indignation about ju¬ 
dicial crimes of such magnitude in the 
United Nations. 

In the last analysis, the gross miscar¬ 
riage of justice as exemplified by Bang- 
Jensen in his Chapter B of his memo¬ 
randum of June 14, 1958 may well lead 
to an amendment of the Privileges and 
Immunities Act, passed by the Ameri¬ 
can Congress. The pertinent passage in 
his memorandum reads: 

''The binding nature of the assurance 
to the witnesses irrespective of whether 
authorized or not. [Emphasis his.] 

“Even assuming that I had been given 
no authorization to give any promise 
to the witnesses as to the extent of their 
anonymity, you as Secretary General, 
as well as R would still be bound le¬ 
gally as well as morally by the prom¬ 
ises which actually I have given. As I 
pointed out in my memorandum to you 
of 22 November 1957: 

“‘As I understand it, you and Dr. 
Protitch now maintain that you made 
no arrangement to provide who in the 
Secretariat should be allowed to know 
the names of the witnesses and that I 
was not entitled to promise that no¬ 
body in the Secretariat but I would 
know their nanaes. To this I can first of 
all say, that I was informed at the time 
that the matter had been thoroughly 
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orandum, the author deals with the 
core and main accusation against him; 
with the charge that promises were 
given to prospective witnesses ''in ex¬ 
cess” of Bang-Jensen’s authorization. 
His answer is very simple and has 
never been contradicted by Mr. Ham- 
marskjoeld or anybody else. Bang- 
Jensen writes: “It is difficult to under¬ 
stand how anybody can determine 
whether this charge is true, without 
knowing what [Emphasis his] I was 
authorized to promise the witnesses 
who testified before the Special Com¬ 
mittee on Hungary and what you claim 
in this respect. 

“However, the various so-called 're¬ 
ports’ of the Gross Committee and the 
Disciplinary Committee do not give the 
slightest hint as to this. Nor have you 
and Dr. Protitch, in spite of my many 
urgings since 10 October, 1957, been 
willing to tell me what you maintain 
that I was authorized to promise to the 
witnesses,” 

Then he reminds Mr. Hammar- 
skjoeld of the latter’s own version con¬ 
cerning the authorization given to him. 
That early in February, 1957, Dr. Pro¬ 
titch had informed Bang-Jensen that 
“after several discussions with him you 
(Hammarskjoeld) had finally agreed 
that I could promise the witnesses that, 
while their names would be available 
upon request to the members of the 
Committee on Hungary, I would be the 
only person in the Secretariat who 
would know their names.” 

Bang-Jensen then refers to the mem¬ 
orandum from Mr. Cordier of February 
9, 1957, which we have quoted already, 
and in which it is stated that Bang- 
Jensen would be “responsible for main¬ 
taining a secret register showing the 
names of the witnesses,” Bang-Jensen 


also refers to another Cordier memo¬ 
randum of a little later date, “which 
as I know, further will support my con¬ 
tention.” He reminds Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld that during his two “inter¬ 
views” with the Gross Committee, he 
was definitely assured that these—very 
important—memoranda would be pro¬ 
duced but that they never were. Bitterly, 
Mr. Bang-Jensen remarks: “Today, six 
months later, they still have not been 
made available to me, although I can 
hardly believe that you — or anybody 
else — will maintain that they are not 
relevant to the case.” 

And then Bang-Jensen asks Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld the pertinent question, 
the question which has never been an¬ 
swered : “Why, for eight months, from 
February 8 to 9 October 1957, neither 
you, Mr. Cordier, Dr. Protitch, Mr. 
Jordan or anybody else in the Secre¬ 
tariat ever asked me: 

“1. To see the list of witnesses. 

“2. Where and in what manner I 
kept and safeguarded this perhaps most 
secret document in the United Nations 
on the security of which human life 
depended.” 

It is the problem with which we 
have dealt in the beginning, one of the 
cardinal points of the whole Bang- 
Jensen case, because no other point 
shows so convincingly the mess pre¬ 
vailing in the Secretariat. As we know, 
they would never have asked him to 
hand over the list of witnesses if the 
Department of State had not requested 
identification of a certain Hungarian 
witness. Bang-Jensen wonders why he 
was not asked for the list on at least 
four specific occasions. Had he not sev¬ 
eral times since October 9, 1957, when 
he was asked for the first time to sur¬ 
render the list, inquired whether Mr. 


the basis of the whole tragedy, and 
since they show the “gross” miscarriage 
of U. N. justice in the case of Bang- 
Jensen, we need to look into these two 
reports, and to reproduce some of their 
more important passages. Right in the 
beginning, the Interim Report reads: 
“We have received and examined nu¬ 
merous documents pertaining to the 
matter and we have interviewed officials 
of the Secretariat concerning the pro¬ 
cedure followed by the Secretariat of the 
Special Committee on Hungary and the 
maintenance of documents and arch¬ 
ives.” 

While the authors of the Interim Re¬ 
port were at the time of its issuance 
supposedly not yet in a position to 
“make findings or submit recommenda¬ 
tions,” they deemed it nevertheless ap¬ 
propriate—by some strange contradic¬ 
tion in language and logic—to reach, 
already, the following “conclusion”: 

“1. Record of the United Nations as 
a safe custodian of highly confidential 
documents. During the twelve-year pe¬ 
riod of the life of the United Nations, 
documents of a highly classified char¬ 
acter, relating to a number of missions 
and crises—which, if revealed, might 
have jeopardized the lives and well¬ 
being of individuals—have been kept in 
perfect safety without a single leak or 
abuse. The documents of the Special 
Committee are not unique in the life 
of the United Nations. Three or four 
other missions, as indicated above, have 
had documentation of a similar char¬ 
acter and therefore it is wrong to con¬ 
clude that this is an exceptional situa¬ 
tion requiring exceptional measures. 

“2. All documents of any organ of 
the United Nations are the property of 
the United Nations, The Secretariat is 
the custodian of United Nations docu¬ 
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ments and the Secretary General in par¬ 
ticular maintains personal and official 
surveillance over highly classified docu¬ 
ments of the type in question. Such 
documents are not available to any 
member of the Secretariat or to anyone 
else.” 

The statement that “during the 
twelve-year period of the life of the 
United Nations” no “single leak or 
abuse” has occurred is meaningless and 
absurd. The learned and experienced 
lawyer Ernest A. Gross should, at least, 
have followed the decorum of his pro¬ 
fession and added the qualifying words 
“so far as we know.” How could the 
members of the Gross Committee, 
whose chairman was not even a mem¬ 
ber of the Secretariat, know that “not 
a single leak or abuse” had occurred 
since the inception of the United Na¬ 
tions ? Nobody can know this, and 
therefore nobody in his right senses can 
honestly state it. 

Suppose one or more U. N. high offi¬ 
cials had leaked, at different times dur¬ 
ing the last fifteen years, highly classi¬ 
fied secrets. (We have reason to believe 
that such things have occurred, but for 
the strength of our argument it is not 
necessary that we know or believe this. 
We are just supposing.) Would the cul¬ 
prits have told Mr. Gross or Mr. Ham¬ 
marskjoeld about it? Certainly not. The 
characteristic feature of a successful 
leak as well as of successful espionage 
is, of course, the fact that nobody knows 
about it who shouldn’t, and that thqse 
who do know keep silent. Every law 
student in his first term understands 
this because he learns at the beginning 
of his studies that there is no such thing 
as a negative burden of proof. Nobody 
can prove—not even Mr. Gross—that he 
has not stolen a gold watch during the 
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last fifteen years. If he should be ac¬ 
cused, he can only be acquitted on the 
ground of “lack of evidence.’’ 

However, Bang-Jensen had every 
good reason to believ.e that, in the case 
of this list, such a leak might well occur 
and might jeopardize the lives of friends 
and relatives of those witnesses who had 
rightly insisted on absolute anonymity 
—and who had specially included Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld among those not to be 
told. The story goes back to 1953. 

In that year, according to NEWS¬ 
WEEK (“The Dead Dane: Untold 
Story,” Newsweek, December 7, 1959) 
Paul Bang-Jensen was approached by a 
high-ranking member of the Soviet dele¬ 
gation. The Russian told him—again 
according to Newsweek, with which 
rests the responsibility for the accuracy 
of the story—that “an American em¬ 
ployed by the United Nations in a high 
position was responsible for security 
lapses that led to U. S. intelligence fall¬ 
ing into Soviet hands.” Also “that he, 
the Russian wanted to take sanctuary 
in the United States and hoped for the 
same kind of protection that the Cana¬ 
dian Government had given Igor Gou¬ 
zenko, the Soviet Embassy employee 
who defected in Ottawa.” 

The Soviet diplomat asked Bang- 
Jensen to pass this information to the 
proper American authorities, but he in¬ 
sisted, and rightfully, that nothing 
should ever be put in writing. “Bang- 
Jensen,” so goes the Newswee\ story, 
“duly reported the matter to an Ameri¬ 
can friend serving with the U. S. dele¬ 
gation. The American, in turn duly 
reported to Washington,” 

Now we encounter an American dis¬ 
ease. Somewhere along the line the 
oral report was put in writing. It then 
filtered back to U, N. Headquarters and. 


there, straight into the office of the very 
American high official who, according 
to the Soviet diplomat, had been leak¬ 
ing important and highly classified 
secrets to the Soviet delegation. (The 
name of this high official is well known 
to American authorities, but, for ob¬ 
vious reasons, cannot be revealed here.) 

What happened? Newswee/{ reports 
that the Russian who had hoped to 
defect was promptly shipped back to 
the Soviet Union and has, of course, 
since disappeared. Newsweek adds: 
“And, according to Bang-Jensen’s 
friends, the American is still at the 
U. N. (This man reportedly played a 
part in Bang-Jensen’s dismissal which, 
rightly or wrongly, U. N. officials felt 
justified.)” We have no reason to doubt 
Newsweel^s information, which surely 
was double-checked before it was re¬ 
leased. Moreover, as this writer was as¬ 
sured on good authority, Mrs. Bang- 
Jensen has corroborated the Newsweek 
story. It will have to be checked again 
when Congress investigates Bang-Jen¬ 
sen’s death and its surrounding circum¬ 
stances. 

Bang-Jensen must have felt instru¬ 
mental in the destruction of the Soviet 
diplomat. This feeling obviously caused 
a deep depression in his mind and 
might well have been the basic reason 
for his insistence on absolute anonymity 
as to identities of the Hungarian wit¬ 
nesses. Bang-Jensen always maintained 
that he was fully authorized to grant 
such anonymity. We. shall deal later 
with this question in more detail. But 
one fact which strongly supports Mr. 
Bang-Jensen’s contention may be men¬ 
tioned here. On February 8, 1957, Mr. 
Andrew Cbrdier, Executive Assistant to 
the Secretary General, wrote a memo¬ 
randum to Mr. B. R. Turner, Controller, 


evidence had not been considered), Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld did riot ignore it and 
considered it as fully proven. In his 
letter of dismissal, he wrote: “I do not 
feel that I can ignore the evidence that 
has been presented under this heading. 
The fact that you did improperly press 
your views directly on the Chairman 
and Rapporteur is substantiated by state¬ 
ments of those officers contained in the 
documentation made available to you 
and to the Joint Disciplinary Commit¬ 
tee. So far as I am aware you have not 
denied the charge, and the fact that 
you have not availed yourself of re¬ 
peated opportunities to comment on it, 
either to th^ Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee or directly to me at my express 
request, would not be a reason for my 
withholding action with respect to a 
charge as serious as that.” We have 
here a case where the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral acts on a charge not considered by 
the Joint Disciplinary Committee, a 
charge which was formally dropped. 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld accepted the 
charge, formulated by himself or on 
his behalf to be submitted to the Dis¬ 
ciplinary Committee, decided on the 
validity of the charge, and passed judg¬ 
ment of dismissal partially based on the 
same charge! The cynical unfairness of 
such procedure seems to be self-evident. 
As to the other charges—one, three 
and four—the following should be said: 

Bang-Jensen’s charges against offi¬ 
cials of the Secretariat were, as stated 
in the accusation. No. 1, “persistent,” 
but by no means “unfounded” as we 
have already seen and shall further see. 

The third charge, that Bang-Jensen 
gave in preliminary interviews with 
prospective witnesses “assurances in ex¬ 
cess” of his authority, or had wrongly 
and unjustifiably interpreted those as¬ 


surances given to him, has most certain¬ 
ly never been proved. Bang-Jensen 
believed, completely bona fide, that 
authority was given to him to promise 
all prospective witnesses complete ano¬ 
nymity. “Complete anonymity” includes 
the Secretary General. 

The fourth charge against Bang- 
Jensen, that he refused to comply with 
orders to hand over the list of the 
eighty-one witnesses, is correct. It is the 
only one that is completely so. But his 
failing to comply with orders to hand 
over the list was based on moral 
grounds, on his solemn promise which, 
in turn, was based on what he believed 
to be sufficient authorization. 

In his classical memorandum to Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld of June 14,1958 (forty- 
seven pages with annexes) Bang-Jensen 
answered every charge. This document 
is his real defense and at the same time 
the most devastating criticism of Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld and the Secretariat 
ever levelled against them. We have 
now to take a close look at this docu¬ 
ment which has never been published 
before. 

In his introductory remarks to this 
memorandum, Bang-Jensen says: “As 
to the so-called 'report’ of the Disci¬ 
plinary Committee, which recommends 
to you my dismissal for misconduct, 
it is sufficient here to remark that you 
yourself have a first-hand acquaintance 
with much information withheld from 
the Gross Committee and its rubber 
stamp, the Disciplinary Committee, and 
that you personally know that the 
charges against me are not true. Nor 
can you be unaware that the ‘reports’ of 
these two bodies contain many state¬ 
ments which are in conflict with facts 
known to you.” 

In the very first chapter of this mem- 
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applicable in the case of Bang-Jensen’s 
appeal. He did not appeal an “adminis¬ 
trative decision’' which was the “sub¬ 
ject of the appeal.” Had he appealed his 
dismissal, staff Rule 111.3 could have 
been applied. But he did not do that. 
As Mr. Hammarskjoeld himself had 
admitted, Bang-Jensen’s appeal dealt 
with various “procedural aspects” of his 
case, mainly with the complete lack of 
“due process.” 

Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s representative, 
Mr. Green, obviously interpreted the 
administrative staff rules more correct¬ 
ly than did Mr. Hammarskjoeld. The 
contradiction between the Secretary 
General and his representative as to the 
interpretation of a staff rule is thor¬ 
oughly characteristic of the judicial 
jungle in the Secretariat, a judicial 
jungle deliberately created to cover up 
the lack of “due process” and therefore 
the “railroading” of a highly discom¬ 
forting U. N. official. 

When the Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee held its first meeting in execu¬ 
tive session on April 24, 1958, for con¬ 
sideration of the charges preferred 
against Bang-Jensen, he immediately 
protested in a memorandum against 
this “flagrant violation of due process.” 
His protest was, of course, of no avail. 
He repeated his protest on May 17,1958. 
when he wrote that “it would be total¬ 
ly illegal and (would) amount to a 
travesty of justice” if the Committee 
went ahead during his own appeal. 
Again, the result was zero! 

At the expense of being repetitious 
we now need to deal again with the 
charges against Bang-Jensen, as consid¬ 
ered by the Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee. We will give them in the exact 
wording as they later appeared in Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld’s letter of dismissal, of 
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July 3, 1958. The four specific charges 
read in this letter as follows: 

1. “Persistent and unfounded charges 
against officials of the Secretariat. 

2. “That you (Bang-Jensen) acted 
contrary to your obligations as an in¬ 
ternational civil servant and in defiance 
of instructions from your superior in 
pressing upon the Chairman and Rap¬ 
porteur of the Special Committee, in an 
improper manner, your personal view 
concerning the drafting of the Com¬ 
mittee’s Report, and that you also re¬ 
fused to comply with an instruction 
from your superior not to attend a 
meeting of the Special Committee. 

3. “In your preliminary interviews 
with prospective witnesses, you either 
gave assurances to prospective wit¬ 
nesses which were in excess of your 
authority, or subsequently you made a 
wrong and unjustified interpretation 
of the assurances given by you, or both. 

4. “You failed to comply with or¬ 
ders first given orally on 9 October, 
1957 and later in writing from the Sec¬ 
retary General to deliver for safekeep¬ 
ing in the Secretariat papers in your 
possession relating to witnesses before 
the Special Committee on the Problem 
of Hungary.” 

The evidence relating to the second 
charge submitted to the Joint Disci¬ 
plinary Committee was not considered 
by the Committee due to the fact that 
“no reference to these charges was con¬ 
tained in any document authenticated” 
by Bang-Jensen’s signature. It was 
therefore dropped although the Disci¬ 
plinary Committee stated that its deci¬ 
sion not to review it should not be 
taken as reflecting to any extent on the 
soundness of the charges themselves. 

Notwithstanding the official drop¬ 
ping of the second charge, (because the 
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which we quote in full: 

“Certain Hungarian refugees, who 
wish to remain anonymous, will testify 
before the Committee on the Problem of 
Hungary now meeting at headquarters. 
The Secretary General has approved 
the following arrangements concerning 
reimbursement of expenses which the 
refugees will incur by appearing before 
the Committee. 

“1. Each refugee witness will be en¬ 
titled to reimbursement for the cost of 
round trip transportation between his 
home and UN headquarters, and in ad¬ 
dition will be entitled to $10.00 for each 
day or fraction thereof that he testifies 
before the Committee. This per diem is 
paid in lieu of reimbursement of actual 
expenses for meals, lodgings, taxis, and 
all incidental expenses. 

“2. You are authorized to make the 
payment set forth in paragraph (1) on 
petty cash vouchers made payable to 
“Refugee 1,” “Refugee 2,” etc., without 
further identification. The cash payable 
against vouchers will be picked up by 
the Assistant Secretary of the Commit¬ 
tee, Mr. P. Bang-Jensen, who will sign 
for receipt of the funds and be responsi¬ 
ble for turning them over to the entitled 
witnesses. 

“3. Mr. Bang-Jensen will be responsi¬ 
ble for maintaining a secret register 
showing the names of the witnesses 
identified by number only on the petty 
cash vouchers. This register will not be 
available to the Controllers sta'Q, 
phasis Cordier^s] but when the Com¬ 
mittee has completed taking testimony 
at headquarters the Under Secretary for 
the Department of Political and Se¬ 
curity Council Affairs will notify the 
Controller of the total number of refu¬ 
gee witnesses who have appeared before 
the Committee.” 
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This memorandum does not by any 
stretch of the imagination show that 
Bang-Jensen was expected to reveal the 
names of the anonymous witnesses to 
anybody, even the Secretary General 
himself. It is one of the basic documents 
which strongly supports Bang-Jensen in 
the position from which he would not 
waver. 

We come back to the problem of 
U. N. security as far as “leaks” are con¬ 
cerned. There was not only the fatal 
leak described in the Newswee\ story. 
There is another case of an U. N. leak 
of more recent time which also seems 
to justify the strong doubts Mr. Bang- 
Jensen had about U.N. security. 

On July 15, 1957, the Associated Press 
reported from Colombo, Ceylon, that 
the Ceylonese Prime Minister had just 
informed the House of Commons “that 
Dhanala Samarasokara, thirty-six years 
old, a Ceylonese employed in the United 
Nations’ Department of Economic and 
Social Affairs, had turned over to a Rus¬ 
sian, Vladimir Grusha, some informa¬ 
tion on the fact finding investigation 
by Ceylon and four other nations.” The 
same report also mentioned the fact 
that Mr. Grusha, former First Secretary 
of the Soviet Delegation to the U.N., 
had left the United States on April 10, 
1957, “at the request of the United 
States Government.” The Ceylonese In¬ 
ternational Civil Servant, Samarasokara, 
was dismissed by Mr. Hammarskjoeld 
on December 16, 1957. These undis¬ 
puted facts clearly contradict those as¬ 
sertions in the Gross Committee’s Re¬ 
port of December 21, 1957, according to 
which secret material on the United 
Nations has always been safeguarded 
without any leaks or abuses. 

How the Gross Committee, whose 
members must have been familiar with 
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the case of Mr. Samarasokara and espe¬ 
cially with the fact that he was sum¬ 
marily dismissed by Mr. Hammar- 
skjoeld on December 16, 1957, only five 
days before the Interim Report was 
released to the press, could ever assert 
that there had been no leaks in the 
history of the United Nations, remains 
to be explained. The facts as revealed 
in the Ceylonese case alone give the out¬ 
right lie to Mr. Ernest A. Gross and 
his colleagues who signed with him the 
three official reports. Their statement is 
simply not true, and the circumstances 
show it is not even plausible that they 
could have believed it to be true. 

However, that is not all. Bang-Jensen 
had other and more direct reasons for 
his insistence on the undisturbed anony¬ 
mity of the Hungarian witnesses. This 
fact stands out very clearly from a 
secret memorandum he wrote on Oc¬ 
tober 11, 1957 to the Under Secretary, 
Dr. Dragoslav Protitch, and through 
him, of course, to Mr. Hammarskjoeld: 

“Several of the witnesses inquired 
carefully in advance about how their 
name would be kept secret. As to the 
Secretariat, I could assure them that no¬ 
body but I would know their name. 
Two prominent members of the Hun¬ 
garian Communist Party both asked 
whether they could be certain that Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld would not learn their 
names. I feel free, if the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral should like to know, to reveal the 
reason they gave for making this a con¬ 
dition.” 

Mr. Hammarskjoeld did not want to 
know. Therefore, after having waited 
eight months, Paul Bang-Jensen wrote 
another memoranduin on June 14, 1958, 
this time addressed to Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld. It is a basic document of the 
Bang-Jensen case and consists of more 
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than thirty pages. In this memorandum, 
Bang-Jensen included the quotation 
from his memorandum to Dr. Protitch 
of October 11, 1957, quoted above, and 
then continued: 

“In all these months, you have shown 
no interest in learning the reasons given 
by these two witnesses. 

“I feel myself that the reasons they 
gave are not irrelevant to an evaluation 
of the charges against me; however, I 
have been reluctant to put them in writ¬ 
ing without your authorization and you 
have given me no opportunity to inform 
you about this or other matters orally 
since, on 4 June, last year, I first brought 
the various irregularities to your at¬ 
tention.” 

It must seem strange that Mr. Ham¬ 
marskjoeld has never been interested in 
knowing the reasons the two high-rank¬ 
ing members of the Hungarian Com¬ 
munist Party suggested to Bang-Jensen. 
How could Mr. Hammarskjoeld ever 
evaluate Bang-Jensen’s refusal to hand 
over the list, when he never cared to 
know the Hungarians’ reasons for their 
absolute insistence on anonymity. It was 
certainly Mr. Hammarskjoeld’s duty to 
inform himself about the “reasons” the 
two Hungarians gave for so emphati¬ 
cally precluding his own knowledge of 
their identities. There seems to be only 
one answer to the question of why Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld did not desire to learn 
these reasons: He was afraid to do so. 

If he had been absolutely sure that no 
good reasons could have been given to 
Bang-Jensen, Mr. Hammarskjoeld prob¬ 
ably would have been tremendously in¬ 
terested in learning about them, if for 
no other reason than to disprove sland¬ 
erous allegations. If there was a scintilla 
of possibility that the “reasons” ad¬ 
vanced by the two high-ranking Hun- 
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compromised and prejudiced by their 
superiors upon whom alone their live¬ 
lihood depended. 

In a memorandum of June 7, 1958, 
Bang-Jensen wrote about Mr. Coates: 
“Mr. Charles Coates, in fact, has per¬ 
sonal knowledge that the charges 
against me are false. During the fall of 
1957, I had several extended conversa^ 
tions with him. In October, I asked his 
advice about what to do since I had re¬ 
ceived no reply to the following re¬ 
peated inquiry to the Secretary-General: 

“'In the meantime, I am in serious 
doubt about my duties as an interna¬ 
tional official. Sabotage has been car¬ 
ried out, allegedly on your instructions. 
You have failed to consider my evi¬ 
dence. Am I now expected to forget 
this matter? If not, to whom am I to 
turn?’ 

“Mr. Coates’ advice at that time was 
that I was not obliged nor entitled to 
do anything; he told me that in his 
opinion, even if the Secretary General 
had murdered his mother, he would 
not feel free to report it without the 
Secretary General*s permission. Since 
the Secretary General had failed to an¬ 
swer my repeated request for advice, I 
was obliged, Mr, Coates felt, to forget 
the whole matter, [Emphasis supplied 
by the author.]^ 

“On February 7, 1958, I met Mr. 
Coates outside the United Nations. He 
suggested then that I should rather re¬ 
sign because I could not win anyhow. 
When I replied that, in order to vindi¬ 
cate myself, I was forced to take the 
case through the Disciplinary Commit¬ 
tee and, if necessary, through the Ap¬ 
peals Board and the Tribunal, he told 
me that even so I would not have a 
chance because'the whole machine’ was 
organized against me.” 
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We are grateful to Mr. Coates for 
his candor, which is rare indeed in the 
House on the East River. He is the 
only high-ranking U. N. official who 
ever dared — though for the wrong 
reason — to tell Bang-Jensen the truth, 
the truth that “the whole machine” 
was organized against him. 

The questionability concerning the 
legality of the Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee’s proceedings at that time also 
derives from the fact that Mr. Bang- 
Jensen had already appealed the case 
to the U. N. Appeals Board. He had 
not appealed his dismissal. He had only 
appealed the Secretary General’s per¬ 
sistent denial of “due process” by con¬ 
stantly refusing him proper access to 
the documents necessary for the prep¬ 
aration of his defense and proper time 
to prepare it. This appeal was filed 
prior to the proceedings in the Joint 
Disciplinary Committee and was gen¬ 
erally considered as having priority. 
This opinion was even upheld by the 
Secretary General’s representative, Mr. 
Green, who had told Mr. Bang-Jensen 
on May 27, 1958 that the case “of 
course” had to remain inactive in the 
Disciplinary Committee during the ap¬ 
peal, and that the administration real¬ 
ized that Bang-Jensen would carry tlie 
appeal on to the Administrative Tri¬ 
bunal, if necessary. 

Nevertheless, the Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee proceeded with the case. To jus¬ 
tify such procedure, Mr. Hammar¬ 
skjoeld, in his letter of dismissal of 
July 3, 1958, referred to staff Rule 111.3 
which reads: “The filing of an Appeal 
with the Joint Appeals Board shall not 
have the effect of suspending action on 
an administrative decision which is the 
subject of the appeal.” It is, however, 
doubtful whether this staff rule was 
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damage the public standing of the Sec¬ 
retariat. That much is certain. It would 
probably set off an agitation in the 
United States Congress for an amend¬ 
ment of the Privileges and Immunities 
Act to preclude any possibility of future 
instances of ‘McCarthyism’ (more ruth¬ 
less than anything McCarthy ever 
dreamed of), in an international organ¬ 
ization supported in the main by the 
money of American taxpayers. 

“7. But what is even more important 
is the human element of the situation 
and its dramatic setting which com¬ 
mand a powerful mass appeal with 
public opinion here and abroad. I am 
not referring now to the characteristic 
sympathy of Americans and Europeans 
for an ‘underdog.* 

“There is an element of classic Greek 
tragedy in the case. This casts Bang-Jen- 
sen in the role of the heroic figure who 
is being ruthlessly persecuted because 
he refused to give up the list of anony¬ 
mous Hungarian witnesses to officials 
of the UN Secretariat, who demon¬ 
strably took no security measure to safe¬ 
guard the inviolability of their iden¬ 
tity. 

“To me that is the supreme moral 
issue of the Bang-Jensen case. It carries 
an explosive menace for the future of 
the Secretariat, when it is tried in the 
forum of international public opinion, 
as now seems inevitable. If and when 
that time comes, that issue, in my 
opinion cannot be met by the feeble 
defense of the Gross ‘interim report* 
that ‘there are no secrets in the UN* 
and, therefore, it was not incumbent 
on the Secretary General to establish 
extraordinary safeguards in the case of 
the sensitive work of the Committee 
on Hungary. In that situation, there 
were desperately important secrets, on 


whose security human lives depended. 

“This is a setting which will raise 
profound concern in the minds of all 
friends of the UN and which its ene¬ 
mies will exploit with consummate skill 
to its detriment. 

“Faithfully 

(signed) “J. Anthony Panuch.** 

IX 

The Joint Disciplinary Committee 

The next U. N. administrative en¬ 
tity to deal with the Bang-Jensen case 
was the so-called Joint Disciplinary 
Committee. Immediately after the sub¬ 
mission of the Final Gross Report, Mr. 
Hamma^-skjoeld filed formal charges 
against Bang-Jensen to be considered 
by this Committee. It considered the 
case from March 20 to June 5, 1958. The 
Joint Disciplinary Committee consisted 
of the following three members, all of 
them U. N. Secretariat officials: Mr. A. 
D. Meurig Evans, Chairman; Mr. 
Charles Coates; and Mr. Jean-Pierre 
Martin. 

Under the accepted rules of “due 
process of law** it must be considered as 
another strange item that Mr. Meurig 
Evans did not disqualify himself. Mr. 
Evans was the highest-ranking assistant 
to Mr. Andrew Cordier, who was so 
deeply involved in and — as Mr. Bang- 
Jensen stated — “compromised** by the 
case. 

As to the other members of the Dis¬ 
ciplinary Committee, we have already 
noted that both were subordinates of 
Messrs. Philippe de Seynes and Con¬ 
stantin A. Stavropoulos, chairman, 
member, and co-signers of the Gross 
reports. Nobody could and nobody did 
in fact expect them to contradict their 
superiors. No American court would 
have allowed them to sit in a case so 


garian Communists were correct, he 
must have been afraid even to discuss 
them with Mr. Bang-Jensen. No other 
interpretation of the remarkable inci¬ 
dent seems to be possible. 

The probable character of the reasons 
given by the Hungarians seems to be 
indicated by Mr. Bang-Jensen*s discreet 
remark that he was equally “reluctant** 
to put them in writing on June 14, 1958, 
as he had been on October 11, 1957. He 
obviously protected Mr. Hammar- 
skjoeld far more than Mr. Hammar- 
skjoeld had ever protected Mr. Bang- 
Jensen. 

VI 

Gross Committee, Second and Third 
Reports 

The Second Interim Report, issued 
by the Gross Committee, was released 
to the press on January 15, 1958 under 
the heading: “Secretary General Re¬ 
ceives Report of Committee Investigat¬ 
ing Bang-Jensen Case.’* 

As the Report states in the beginning, 
“the Special Committee on the Problem 
of Hungary had taken testimony from 
111 witnesses in five cities, beginning 
in New York on 17 January 1957, and 
proceeding thence to Geneva, Rome, 
Vienna, London and back to Geneva, 
where the hearings were concluded in 
mid-April. Of the 111 witnesses who 
appeared before the Committee, 81 re¬ 
quested leave to testify anonymously. 
In every case the request was granted 
without question. . . . They were en¬ 
titled to the shelter of anonymity which 
they sought, and they received it.** 
Here it is again: “Anonymity** was 
granted “without question.** What does 
that mean.? It can only mean what it 
says and what Mr. Bang-Jensen had 
said to the witnesses: That he would be 
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the only one within the Secretariat who 
would know the names of the witnesses 
and that not even a “sealed** list would 
be deposited with the Secretariat. If it 
does not mean this, I do not know how 
the anonymity of the witnesses could 
haye been guaranteed. 

The second Interim Report also re¬ 
veals that not until October 9, 1957, 
more than four months after the con¬ 
clusion of the Special Committee’s 
work, did Mr. Hammarskjoeld and the 
Secretariat appear to learn for the first 
time “that Mr. Bang-Jensen had re¬ 
tained in his possession certain papers 
relating to the work of the Special Com¬ 
mittee, which contained material tend¬ 
ing to identify witnesses who had 
appeared before the Committee anony¬ 
mously. He was instructed to transmit 
such papers under seal to the Under¬ 
secretary for Political and Security Af¬ 
fairs, to be kept in secure custody. This 
he refused to do, on the ground that, 
in conducting interviews with certain 
prospective witnesses, he had given as¬ 
surance that he alone of all members 
of the Secretariat would have knowl¬ 
edge of their identity. 

“Inasmuch as he persisted in this re¬ 
fusal, he was on 6 December, 1957 sus¬ 
pended from duty, with pay, pending 
further investigation. Such suspension 
became effective on 4 December 1957 
and is without prejudice to his rights as 
a staff member.** 

This statement brings us right back 
to the same point already raised. Since 
the Gross Committee, the Special Com¬ 
mittee on the Problem on Hungary and 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld have always main¬ 
tained that it was Mr. Bang-Jensen*s 
duty to surrender the secret list of wit¬ 
nesses, together with other confidential 
and non-confidential documents in his 
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possession, why had they not asked Mr. 
Bang-Jensen to hand over all of these 
papers immediately after his return 
from Europe? Or at least after the 
Special Committee had concluded its 
work on June 7, 1957? Why? 

I repeat what I have said before: If 
nobody in the Secretariat, nor Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld himself, were prudent 
enough to do this, was it not a derelic¬ 
tion of duty which should even today 
be punished by the summary dismissal 
of those responsible? Such a blunder of 
high-ranking officials in any Govern¬ 
ment agency around the world would 
undoubtedly lead to a disciplinary in¬ 
vestigation which could only end in 
such dismissals. 

It is interesting to note that, as a 
matter of fact, apparently neither Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld nor anybody else in the 
Secretariat would have asked Mr. Bang- 
Jensen for the return of the list at all, 
were it not for the accident that the 
U.S. Department of State had asked 
the Secretary General to verify an asser¬ 
tion made by an Hungarian refugee 
who was awaiting deportation. This 
refugee maintained that he was one of 
the secret eighty-one Hungarian wit¬ 
nesses who had asked to remain anony¬ 
mous. In order to save him from de¬ 
portation, immigration authorities asked 
the State Department to have the refu¬ 
gee’s allegation verified by the United 
Nations. This, and nothing else—on the 
surface, anyway—started the ball rolling 
in the United Nations. 

The Gross Committee, in its second 
report, recommended that ‘'Mr. Bang- 
Jensen be instructed forthwith to burn 
these papers, in a sealed envelope, in 
the presence of a United Nations se¬ 
curity officer. Furthermore he should 
be required to give explicit assurance 
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that no copies of the papers have been 
made by him and that, to the best of 
his knowledge,, no such copies are in 
existence.” 

On January 18, 1958, the Secretary 
General “concurred” in this recom¬ 
mendation. In a terse statement released 
on that day to the press, the concurrence 
read: “The Secretary General has de¬ 
cided to accept the recommendation of 
the Committee that such papers as Mr. 
Bang-Jensen possesses should be de¬ 
stroyed by burning in the presence of 
an United Nations official.” 

The historic burning of the papers 
took -place on January 24, 1958. They 
were burned on the roof of the Secre¬ 
tariat building in the presence of Messrs. 
Bang-Jensen, his counsel Adolf A. Berle, 
Jr., Dr. Dragoslav Protitch and an U. N. 
security officer. At the same time, Mr. 
Bang-Jensen assured the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral in a letter that he had delivered for 
burning “all papers in his possession re¬ 
lating to witnesses who appeared anony¬ 
mously before the Special Committee on 
the Problem of Hungary” and that he 
had not retained any copies of those 
papers. 

The third and final report issued by 
the Gross Committee shows two dates, 
the 7th and 8th of February, 1958. It 
consists of 35 pages of text and an addi¬ 
tional 164 pages made up of five an¬ 
nexes. In essence, it rejected every 
charge ever made by Mr. Bang-Jensen 
concerning sabotage, as well as his as¬ 
sertion of having received full authority 
to promise anonymity, to prospective 
witnesses. And it recommended his 
summary dismissal, by special reference 
to Staff Regulation 10.2 which reads: 

“The Secretary General may impose 
disciplinary measures on staff members 
whose conduct is unsatisfactory. 
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“March 27, 1958 

“Dear Mr. Simon: 

“1. Pursuant to our telephone con¬ 
versation of this morning, I understand 
that Mr. Bang-Jensen has authorized 
me to return to you, your legal opinion 
dated 17 March 1958 regarding the 
suability in an appropriate American 
Court, of the members of the Gross 
Committee as a result of the slanderous 
imputations and innuendos contained 
in their report submitted to the Secre¬ 
tary General and made the basis of 
charges preferred against Mr. Bang- 
Jensen, by his direction. 

“2. I return the opinion herewith. 
Since we are both out of the case let 
me say this. In my long years of Gov¬ 
ernment service in responsible positions 
of the United States Government, I 
have never seen anything to approach 
the Gross Committee ‘report’ as a scur¬ 
rilous and cowardly attack on one of¬ 
ficial of an international agency by his 
supposedly reputable colleagues, aided 
and abetted by an outsider, under the 
cover of the protection accorded them 
by the Privileges and Immunities Act. 
That is the reason I hit so hard in the 
exceptions to the ‘report’ which I pre¬ 
pared in Bang-Jensen’s behalf. 

“3. You and I may differ in our 
opinion as to who [Emphasis by Mr. 
Panuch’] was the real author of the 
‘report’ but, in the last analysis, his 
identity is an inconsequential matter. 
The thing that counts is that experi¬ 
enced, sophisticated and presumably 
responsible men like Hammarskjoeld 
and Cordier, who necessarily have to 
operate in a public opinion ‘Goldfish 
Bowl,’ have been so misguided as to 
make the Gross ‘report’ the basis of 
their charges against Bang-Jensen. 
When they permitted that to happen, 
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they set in motion a chain of events 
that will open up a veritable public 
opinion Pandora’s Box when the case 
gets to the Administrative Tribunal. 
They may find that they won a minor 
bureaucratic battle only to have Bang- 
Jensen win the major war of public 
opinion. 

“4. It was to avoid this eventuality, 
with all of its destructive potentialities 
to the UN, that I hoped that the con¬ 
troversy could be disposed on a basis 
of ‘honor to both sides.’ The ‘White 
Paper’ on this, by way of an inter¬ 
change of letters between the Secretary 
General and Bang-Jensen, as I frankly 
told you, would involve difficulties. 
However with firm resolve and good 
faith on both sides, I am convinced an 
acceptable solution was possible. Unfor¬ 
tunately I completely underestimated 
the intensity of Mr. Bang-Jensen’s feel¬ 
ing about the Gross ‘report,’ the fact 
that it had been given such a wide cir¬ 
culation in the Secretariat, that it had 
in fact been ‘leaked’ (since it was not 
a classified document), while Bang- 
Jensen was under strict official injunc¬ 
tion of secrecy. 

“5. I completely agree with you that 
whatever the problems of libel action 
against Messrs. Gross, Stavropoulos and 
de Seynes may be, the institution of 
such a suit would receive tremendous 
publicity on account of its novelty and 
because of the issues and personalities 
involved. Whatever its outcome, the 
publicity would make certain that the 
international civil servant of the UN 
Secretariat, would, in the future, be 
safe from abuses such as the Gross 
Committee and the Gross report. 

“6. As a former official of the United 
States Government, I would hate to see 
that kind of suit instituted. It would 


29 








The Bang-Jensen Tragedy 


The Bang-Jensen Tragedy 


tion and sentence handed down to them 
from above by a committee consisting 
of two Under-Secretaries and a so- 
called ‘independent’ chairman of con¬ 
siderable prominence? The case in fact 
was irreparably prejudiced by the sub¬ 
mission of the Gross ‘report’ to the Dis¬ 
ciplinary Committee.” 

And in a thorough summary of the 
Gross Committee’s Final Report, based 
on the most scrupulous and most ac¬ 
curate confrontation with the principle 
of “due process” as guaranteed in every 
free country of the world, Bang-Jensen 
called it a “scandalous, partisan, vitu¬ 
perative and defamatory ex parte judg¬ 
ment designed conclusively to prede¬ 
termine — or at least fatally prejudice 
—any impartial consideration by the 
Joint Disciplinary Committee of the 
real issues in the case.” And he con¬ 
tinued that the Final Report: 

“Specifies in explicit detail the man¬ 
ner in which the sentence [Emphasis 
Bang-Jensen's] of the Gross tribunal is 
to be carried out by the Joint Disci¬ 
plinary Committee; either by my dis¬ 
missal for gross misconduct, as charged 
by Mr. Gros*s; or more viciously, by my 
separation from the Secretariat on 
grounds of insanity, as alleged by Mr. 
Gross; 

3. “Preempts unlawfully the juris¬ 
diction and functions not only of the 
Joint Disciplinary Committee but of 
the Joint Appeals Board; 

4. “Is designed to divert attention 
from any real scrutiny of the real issue 
in the case, by a vicious attack on the 
character and mental competence of the 
undersigned, by a person not a mem¬ 
ber of the United Nations [Mr. Gross], 
under the cover and protection of the 
legal privileges and immunities ac¬ 
corded the United Nations; 


5. “Constitutes a flagrant and un¬ 
conscionable violation of the proce¬ 
dural safeguards established by the 
General Assembly under Article 101.1 
of the UN Charter, to protect Secre¬ 
tariat employees against arbitrary exer¬ 
cise of power by the Secretary General 
or those acting by or under color of 
his authority.” 

Bang-Jensen is here concerned not so 
much with the merits or demerits of his 
case, for instance with the question as 
to whether he was or was not duly 
authorized by Mr. Hammarskjoeld to 
promise absolute anonymity to the 
Hungarian witnesses. With these and 
similar questions, concerning the sub¬ 
stance of his case, he had dealt in great 
detail in his own memorandum to the 
Secretary General, of June 14, 1958, as 
we shall see later. Here, he is concerned 
with the even more important question 
of “due process,” of which we already 
know that it was completely lacking. 
That this was not just Bang-Jensen’s 
conviction can be seen by another docu¬ 
ment to which I ascribe the greatest 
importance, a document which here¬ 
with is published for the first time. 

It is a private letter, written bv none 
other than the well-known J. Anthony 
Panuch, former Under Secretary in the 
U. S. Department of State, who has 
just ended a term as Special Advisei 
to the Mayor of the City of New Yoik, 
Robert F. Wagner. Mr. Panuch, a law¬ 
yer of greatest experience in national 
and international affairs, who had rep¬ 
resented Mr. Bang-Jensen for a short 
time, wrote the following letter to Mr. 
Manfred Simon, a jurist and member 
of the U. N. Secretariat who also had 
represented Mr. Bang-Jensen for a time. 

The letter reads as follows: 


“He may summarily dismiss a mem¬ 
ber of the staff for serious misconduct.” 

The Final Gross Report goes so far 
as to distort certain events by interpret¬ 
ing them as disparaging to Mr. Bang- 
Jensen, when the facts clearly speak 
against such an interpretation. Thus for 
instance we can read, on Pages 31 and 
32, the following: 

“In mid-June (1957) Mr. Bang-Jensen 
departed on a two-months home leave. 
It was thought by his superiors that a 
period of rest and recuperation after his 
strenuous work with the Committee on 
Hungary might have a beneficial effect 
upon him. When he returned to New 
York in August and renewed his 
charges, inquiries were made on the 
Secretary General’s instructions by Un¬ 
der Secretary Ralph J. Bunche. After 
several interviews and exchanges of 
memoranda, Mr. Bunche concluded 
that Mr. Bang-Jensen was unable or 
unwilling to substantiate his allegations 
and that they were groundless.” 

This passage is untruthful and mis¬ 
leading on two counts. The “surprise” 
indicated by the authors of this Final 
Gross Report, concerning the fact that 
Bang-Jensen had “renewed his charges” 
after his return from home leave, is ab¬ 
surd. As the reader will remember, Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld had written to Mr. 
Bang-Jensen that the Secretary General 
would see him after his return from 
Denmark, in order to discuss personally 
with him all his complaints—a promise 
which Mr. Hammarskjoeld did not 
honor. How could the authors of the 
Final Gross report have expected from 
Mr. Bang-Jensen that he should have for¬ 
gotten or ignored this explicit promise? 
Naturally, Mr. Bang-Jensen waited for 
the Secretary General to invite him, 
according to his promise, and had by no 


means forgotten what he wanted to dis¬ 
cuss. Instead of seeing Bang-Jensen, Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld sent Mr. Ralph Bunche, 
as we know. 

The other misrepresentation lies in 
the remark made about Mr. Bunche’s 
conversations and the exchange of mem¬ 
oranda with Bang-Jensen. There the 
Gross Committee opens itself wide for 
criticism. How could Mr. Bunche “de¬ 
cide” that Bang-Jensea’s allegations 
were “groundless” when he himself had 
stated that Mr. Bang-Jensen, for what¬ 
ever reasons, did not “substantiate” 
them — meaning that the “substantia¬ 
tion” had not been presented to Mr. 
Bunche? It is, as we have seen already, 
quite possible that Bang-Jensen had 
good reason not to offer any “substan¬ 
tiation” of his allegations to Mr. Bunche, 
who had already stated that he was not 
going to spend even five minutes to 
look at the evidence. To draw from this 
fact the conclusion that the allegations 
were “groundless” is sheer nonsense — 
as should have occurred to the members 
of the Gross Committee! 

Since Bang-Jensen is dead, it will 
never be possible to judge conclusively 
the merits of his allegations of sabotage, 
or of his claim as to the authority given 
him to grant absolute anonymity to 
witnesses. Therefore, we could concede 
that Bang-Jensen might, at times, have 
been an unpleasant, trouble-making, 
and even a somewhat hysterical col¬ 
league, who may have seen “sabotage” 
where there was none. (We grant this 
for the sake of argument, not because 
we believe that it was the case.) Even 
if he had been all this and much more, 
he was entitled to “due process of law” 
within the Secretariat. There can not 
be the slightest doubt that Bang-Jensen 
was deliberately and definitely denied 
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'‘due process o£ law/’ and that there¬ 
fore all the legal consequences, origi¬ 
nating in the three Gross Reports, in¬ 
cluding his dismissal, are illegal, and 
constitute a very black mark on the 
record of the United Nations. 

VII 

A Closer Look At 
The Gross Committee 

We have already seen that the ap¬ 
pointment of Ernest A. Gross as Chair¬ 
man of the Investigating Committee 
was not only unfair to Bang-Jensen, it 
was outright inadmissable in any re¬ 
spectable judicial procedure. Mr. Gross 
was not only the legal adviser of Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld, and therefore not an 
“independent outsider” as he was de¬ 
scribed by the Secretariat. Mr. Gross had 
— at the time of his appointment — 
already received $34,700.00 from the 
United Nations, through Mr. Ham- 
mars\joeld, for consultations during the 
years, 1953-54, when he had acted on 
behalf of American U.N. staff members 
whom the United States desired to have 
removed from the U.N. staff as great 
security risks. These had been staff 
members who were proved beyond any 
reasonable doubt to be Communists, 
and pro-Communists who had time and 
again used the Fifth Amendment as 
well as others when appearing before 
the Senate Internal Security Subcom¬ 
mittee. Since then, Mr. Gross may have 
received other large fees from the 
United Nations. Who's Who in Amer¬ 
ica for 1956-1957 lists Mr, Ernest A. 
Gross as “legal Adviser to Secretary 
General Hammarskjoeld.” What fee 
Mr. Gross has received for handling 
the Bang-Jensen case, we do not know. 

The second member of the group 
comprising the Gross Committee was in 


its original composition Mr. Constantin 
A. Stavropoulos, Under Secretary for 
Legal Affairs. The third member — in 
the original composition — was Mr. J. 
A. C. Robertson, Director of Person¬ 
nel, the same gentleman who, as we 
have seen, communicated to Mr. Bang- 
Jensen his suspension and who found 
it necessary to have him escorted from 
the U.N. by two guards. As we know, 
Mr. Robertson was immediately re¬ 
placed by Mr. Phillippe de Seynes, 
Under-Secretary for Economic and So¬ 
cial Affairs. This fact is far more signi¬ 
ficant than appears at first glance. Since 
Mr. Robertson was leaving the United 
Nations and the United States for good, 
to return to his home in England, and 
already had made his reservations some 
time before his appointment as member 
of the Gross Committee, this appoint¬ 
ment deserves some comment. It leads 
to only one interpretation, a conclusion 
which was familiar among U.N. of¬ 
ficials at the time: It was expected 
that Bang-Jensen could be railroaded 
out of the U.N. within the single week, 
while Mr. Robertson was still in New 
York and serving with the Committee. 
We should also mention that during 
that week Mr. Hammarskjoeld was in 
Europe; possibly, as it was suggested 
in U.N. circles, to escape criticism, es¬ 
pecially from Scandinavian circles, 
against the summary and harsh treat¬ 
ment accorded to Mr. Bang-Jensen, a 
fellow Scandinavian who was the high¬ 
est-ranking Dane in the Secretariat. 

On December 6, 1957, Mr. Robertson 
requested Mr. Bang-Jensen to attend a 
meeting of the Gross Committee and 
to bring with him “Such documentation 
as you may consider relevant to help 
you in answering questions arising from 
the review.” Since nobody had ever told 


resign rather than risk being subjected 
to further public slander.” 

With the Final Gross Report, Mr, 
Hammarskjoeld had what he had al¬ 
ways wanted to have: The recom¬ 
mendation of Mr. Bang-Jensen’s dis¬ 
missal without having him granted 
“due process of law.” The Final Gross 
Report listed the following four charges 
against Mr. Bang-Jensen: 

1. That he had “repeatedly and 
persistently made unfounded charges 
and allegations”; 

2. That between May 28, and 30, 
1957, he had, in an improper manner, 
pressed his views regarding the draft¬ 
ing of the Hungary Report on the 
Chairman and the Rapporteur of the 
Committee on Hungary; and that, on 
May 31, 1957, he had refused to com¬ 
ply with an instruction of the Secretary 
of that Committee, Mr. William Jordan, 
not to attend a meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee; 

3. That, as Deputy Secretary of the 
Committee on Hungary, he had given 
assurances to prospective Hungarian 
witnesses in excess of his authority; and 

4. That he had refused to hand over 
the list of witnesses to his superiors. 

It must be noted that the first two 
charges were completely new to Mr. 
Bang-Jensen. Also, as he pointed out, 
they referred to long past events “which 
were known to the Secretary General 
at the time, but for which Mr. Bang- 
Jensen had not been criticized then — 
on the contrary, he had at that time in 
this connection received from Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld an expression of grati¬ 
tude.” 

Since charges No. 1 and No. 2 in the 
Final Gross Report were completely un¬ 
known to Mr. Bang-Jensen, he never 
had the opportunity to defend himself 
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against them. Nevertheless, the Gross 
Committee found him guilty of both. 
Furthermore: The Final Gross Report, 
together with the two reports preceding 
it, constituted the only basis upon 
which the Joint Disciplinary Committee 
and the United Nations Administrative 
Tribunal decided to hold up Mr. Bang- 
Jensen’s dismissal. 


VIII 

The Next Step 

The case was now immediately re¬ 
ferred by Mr. Hammarskjoeld to the 
Joint Disciplinary Committee. This 
procedure made the whole case even 
more “strange.” For both Mr. de Seynes 
and Mr. Stavropoulos, being two of the 
three members of the Gross Committee, 
were high officials in the U. N. Secre¬ 
tariat, and hence the superiors of the 
very men, the three members of the 
Joint Disciplinary Committee, who 
would have to review the findings of 
the Gross Committee. 

Of this step Mr. Bang-Jensen, in his 
own brief, already quoted, said: “How 
could the members of the Disciplinary 
Committee be expected to find the true 
facts in this enormous and complex 
case, considering the confusing and de¬ 
ceiving Gross ‘report’ and its seventy 
purposefully selected and, in part, spe¬ 
cially prepared annexes — a ‘report’ 
which had been drafted and submitted 
by an impressive-looking committee 
which had spent two months ‘investi¬ 
gating’ the matter and already had 
passed sentence in the most definite 
terms? How could the Disciplinary 
Committee, or the Appeals Board, both 
of them consisting of subordinate of¬ 
ficials, feel free to overrule the convic- 
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the charges brought against Mr. Bang- 
Jensen is one among the many docu¬ 
ments to which Mr. Bang-Jensen 
requested access in his appeal o£ August 
29, 1958. Rightfully he points out in his 
appeal: “Since it was a public press 
conference, the transcript can hardly be 
said to be secret, and since the confer¬ 
ence was called to deal solely with the 
Bang-Jensen case, the transcript can 
hardly be said not to be relevant to the 
case.” 

Mr. Berle informed the Gross Com¬ 
mittee that he would submit a brief in 
which he would point out every single 
error contained in the second Gross Re¬ 
port of January 15, 1958, and in which 
he would also answer every single one 
of the many new allegations contained 
therein. Mr. Gross answered Mr. Berle 
on January 30, 1958, that the Commit¬ 
tee would not accept such reply to its 
own “report” of January 15, 1958, “since 
it had already concluded its work and 
would report to the Secretary General 
in a couple of days.” 

As if this denial was not scandalous 
enough — the accusing Committee re¬ 
fuses to accept the accused person’s 
lawyer’s answer! — it was moreover a 
deliberate inaccuracy in so far as it as¬ 
serted that the Final Gross Report 
would be submitted to the Secretary 
General in a “couple of days.” Since 
Mr. Gross made this statement on Jan¬ 
uary 30, it was to be expected that the 
Final Gross Report would be submitted 
to Mr. Hammarskjoeld not later than 
Saturday, February 1, 1958. Even if we 
interpret the expression “couple of 
days” liberally, meaning not only two 
days, but three, four or even five, the 
date of submission would not be later 
than Tuesday, the fourth of February, 
1958. The Final Gross Report, how- 
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ever, was not submitted until Saturday, 
February 8, 1958, and Mr. Bang-Jensen 
did not receive a copy of this document 
upon which his life depended until 
February 19, 19581 Even then, he re- 
ceived it only because he had* vigorous¬ 
ly protested the delay, and had pointed 
out that the press had been incorrectly 
told that he had already received a 
copy. 

In spite of the fact that the Final 
Gross Report was reproduced in at least 
twenty-five copies, Mr. Bang-Jensen 
was ordered not to reveal its contents. 

This Final Gross Report was kept se¬ 
cret and has never been released to the 
press. It was widely “leaked.” 

But not even Bang-Jensen’s lawyer 
was allowed to see a copy of the docu¬ 
ment. This was in line with Mr. Flam- 
marskjoeld’s subsequent refusal to allow 
Bang-Jensen to continue to be repre¬ 
sented by an independent legal counsel. 

While Mr. Hammarskjoeld denied 
Bang-Jensen’s lawyer a copy of the 
Final Gross Report, he saw fit to send 
one copy of this “thoroughly deroga¬ 
tory document” to the Danish Govern¬ 
ment! 

Dealing with this Final Gross Re¬ 
port, Mr. Bang-Jensen wrote in his ap¬ 
peal and brief of August 29, 1958: “It 
will be demonstrated that there is hard¬ 
ly a paragraph in the 35-page ‘report' 
which does not contain several incor¬ 
rect or misleading statements. In many 
instances, it will be relatively simple to 
prove that the members of the Gross 
Committee should not possibly them¬ 
selves believe their own assertions. / 

They might have thought that they 
could safely use the ‘big lie’ technique 
because they believed themselves to be 
covered by diplomatic immunity and 
expected that Mr. Bang-Jensen would 


Mr. Bang-Jensen the exact charges to 
be preferred by the Gross Committee, 
and against which he would have to 
defend himself, he obviously could not 
know which documents might be rele¬ 
vant. Moreover, he could not have 
brought the documents anyway, since 
he had already been explicitly denied 
access to his own office in the U.N., 
and therefore could not reach his files. 
It would be hard to imagine a greater 
travesty on justice or even on “due legal 
processes” than this brazen demand by 
Mr. Robertson. 

Bang-Jensen met the committee for 
the first time on December 13, 1957, 
without a lawyer, still believing in the 
assurance of Mr. Gross that his “group” 
was not “either a formal group or com¬ 
mittee in the sense of being guided by 
any rules or regulations of the Secretar¬ 
iat.” Bang-Jensen, at that stage of the 
proceedings, could not anticipate that 
this little “informal group” would trans¬ 
form itself into the official U.N. Com¬ 
mittee to investigate Mr. Bang-Jensen’s 
conduct — which it really was from the 
beginning. He was fully entitled to 
believe the flimsy pretension of Am¬ 
bassador Gross, since he was never 
presented with the charges and since 
the Committee never heard his answers 
to them. How could he have anticipated 
that the same “little group” would con¬ 
demn him in public and would make 
official recommendations to the Secre¬ 
tary General for his dismissal? By doing 
this, the Gross Committee usurped the 
functions of the Joint Disciplinary Com¬ 
mittee as well as of the Joint Appeals 
Board. 

Bang-Jensen appeared a second and 
last time before the Gross Committee 
on December 16, 1957. Again without 
counsel. After that, he was never heard 


again, although the Gross Committee 
continued for two more months its 
investigation of the case. As Bang-Jen¬ 
sen pointed out in his own brief of 
August 29, 1958, written in the third 
person, “it became obvious that the 
questioning served more to confuse the 
issue than to establish and clarify the 
facts; attempts were made to put words 
in his mouth and Mr. Bang-Jensen was 
interrupted whenever he tried to give 
a comprehensive explanation. Some of 
the most essential aspects were only 
touched upon; the ‘group’ carefully 
steered away from these while they 
asked numerous questions about irrele¬ 
vant matters.” 

That situation prompted Bang-Jensen 
to inform the “group” that he had been 
advised “not to meet again with them 
without legal counsel.” On December 
23, 1957, the “group” had learned that 
Mr. Adolf A. Berle, Jr. would be Bang- 
Jensen’s attorney. The Gross Commit¬ 
tee demonstrated a rather peculiar re- 
ation to that fact: It simply did not 
invite Mr. Bang-Jensen anymore al¬ 
though — to repeat — its functions 
continued until February 8, 1958, the 
day the third and final Gross Report 
was submitted to Mr. Hammarskjoeld. 

Although Bang-Jensen never did ap¬ 
pear again before the Gross Committee, 
his lawyer Mr. Berle succeeded in re¬ 
ceiving at least a transcript of the two 
“interviews” the Committee had had 
with Bang-Jensen on December 13 and 
16. These transcripts, allegedly prepared 
from tape recordings, gave no less than 
231 (!) of Mr. Bang-Jensen’s answers 
incorrectly! In several cases, the tran¬ 
scripts showed exactly the opposite of 
what Bang-Jensen had actually said. 
Many answers were reported in such 
a way that they did not make any sense 
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at all; as Bang-Jensen wrote “possibly 
to support the insinuations that he was 
mentally sick!” 

Another and no less scandalous pro¬ 
cedure must be seen in the fact that 
Mr. Bang-Jensen has never received the 
transcript of the testimonies of other 
witnesses examined by the members of 
the Gross Committee. Therefore, he was 
Completely deprived of the opportunity 
to state his own opinion on those testi¬ 
monies, nor did he ever have the oppor¬ 
tunity to cross-examine the witnesses. 
Some of these witnesses later informed 
Mr. Bang-Jensen that they had never 
told the Committee what they were 
reported to have said. All of these facts 
— and they are facts, established beyond 
any shadow of doubt — show that Mr. 
Bang-Jensen did not receive “due pro¬ 
cess of law,” and that therefore the pro¬ 
ceedings and their consequences were 
illegally arrived at. But this is just the 
beginning, with more shocking facts 
to come. 

Suddenly, on December 21, 1957, a 
Saturday, the so-called “informal” Gross 
“group” turned into the official “Com¬ 
mittee to Investigate Mr. Bang-Jensen’s 
Conduct,” and released its first Interim 
Report with preliminary “conclusions” 
to the press. That happened without 
Bang-Jensen’s knowledge. He did not 
even receive a copy of the press release 
until after the week end, and only after 
he had requested it in person from the 
Secretary of the Gross Committee, Mr. 
Wattles. Mr. Wattles himself had not 
known ^ that a press release had been 
given out, nor that the Interim Report 
had already been submitted to Mr. 
Hammarskjoeld. The Press Confer¬ 
ence was called by the Secretary Gen¬ 
eral’s Executive Assistant, Mr. Andrew 
Cordier. This was a quite unusual pro¬ 


cedure, since there are almost never Press 
Conferences held on a Saturday, when 
so few reporters are around. At this 
Press Conference, Mr. Cordier made 
several statements greatly at variance 
with the true facts. Those statements 
were reflecting upon Mr. Bang-Jensen 
who was neither informed of, nor pres¬ 
ent at, the Press Conference. And al¬ 
though the Press Conference was 
recorded on tape, Mr. Cordier refused 
to make it available to Mr. Bang-Jen¬ 
sen, for reasons presumably known 
only to God and Mr. Cordier. 

The second Gross Report was sub¬ 
mitted to the Secretary General and re¬ 
leased to the press under the same cir¬ 
cumstances. On January 15, 1958, Mr. 
Berle was called to the United Nations. 
He was told by the Gross Committee 
that “as a courtesy,” the members would 
like to give him a carbon copy of the 
report before it was submitted to 
Mr. Hammarskjoeld. Mr. Berle 
glanced over it and immediately stated 
that he hoped the report would not be 
released to the press. He was told ex¬ 
plicitly that “in all likelihood” it would 
not be. What the gentlemen from the 
Gross Committee did not tell Mr. 
Berle was the plain fact that it had 
already been orally released to U, N. 
correspondents twenty minutes before 
Mr. Berle had arrived. Fifteen minutes 
afterwards, mimeographed copies had 
been distributed to the press! Mr. Berle 
did not learn about these facts until he 
arrived at his home later in the eve¬ 
ning, where he also heard that the press 
had been trying to reach him. The cor¬ 
respondents had also been telephoning 
Mr. Bang-Jensen, who informed them 
that he was absolutely unaware of the 
submission of a second Gross Report to 
the Secretary General, as well as of its 






I 


release to the press. 

The next day, Mr. Bang-Jensen went 
to the office of Mr. Wattles to obtain 
a copy of the second report, since, of 
course, none was sent to him. Again, 
Mr. Wattles told him that he had never 
seen this second report and declined all 
responsibility for the many errors of 
fact contained in it. 

On January 17, 1958, Mr. Berle re¬ 
leased a short statement on behalf of 
Mr. Bang-Jensen, welcoming the rec¬ 
ommendation that the list of witnesses 
should be burned as Mr. Bang-Jensen 
himself had suggested long ago, but 
also stressing the fact that the accused 
had never seen the report before its re¬ 
lease to the press and that “it contains 
a number of allegations which are new 
to him and also a number of serious 
errors of fact.” Mr. Berle gave one ex¬ 
ample of those serious errors of fact by 
pointing out that the “report” gave a 
completely incorrect description of the 
security measures Mr. Bang-Jensen had 
taken to protect the list of the Hunga¬ 
rian witnesses. 

In his own brief of August 29, 1958. 
Mr. Bang-Jensen summarized his own 
opinion of this second “report” as fol¬ 
lows : “Actually, the ‘report’ gave a 
completely false and distorted picture, 
suppressed the essential facts regarding 
the whole question of the list of wit¬ 
nesses, made numerous completely un¬ 
substantiated allegations and attempted 
by innuendo and untruthful assertion 
to raise doubts about Mr. Bang-Jensen's 
sanity.” 

But the chain of character assassina¬ 
tion did not break. One day after Mr. 
Berle had released his short statement 
on behalf of Mr. Bang-Jensen, January 
17, 1958, the day before he was leaving 
the United States for a six-day business 


trip to Puerto Rico, he had telephoned 
Mr. Stavropoulos and was explicitly 
promised that nothing would be done, 
“at least not in public,” until Mr. Berle’s 
return, with a single possible exception 
that the Secretariat might issue a brief 
factual statement to the effect “that Mr. 
Bang-Jensen had been instructed to burn 
the list.” 

One would think that was a clear 
promise. The very next day, January 
18, 1958, it was brazenly broken by the 
Secretariat, which again issued a press 
release stating that the Gross Commit¬ 
tee had “demonstrated that the irre¬ 
sponsible handling of the papers by Mr. 
Bang-Jensen had compromised their 
character and their credibility.” By re¬ 
leasing such statement, the Secretary 
General completely disregarded—with¬ 
out any further investigation — Mr. 
Berle’s and Mr. Bang-Jensen’s sharp 
protest of January 17, in which it was 
stated that the Gross Committee “had 
given an incorrect description of the 
way he had safeguarded the list.” 

On the very same afternooa (Jan¬ 
uary 18, 1958), notwithstanding the 
promise given by Mr. Stavropoulos, Mr. 
Gross himself held a press conference 
which lasted more than one hour, and 
in which Mr. Gross made additional 
statements in grave conflict with the 
truth, well known to him. Mr. Gross 
clearly attempted to create the impres¬ 
sion that Mr. Bang-Jensen was a mental 
case. Asked by a reporter whether Mr. 
Gross did not think that such an as¬ 
sertion was libelous, he denied this, 
stating that he had sought and received 
special assurances'on that point. 

Again, a transcript was made and 
again Mr. Bang-Jensen was denied ac¬ 
cess to it. This transcript which cir¬ 
cumstantiates the framed-up nature of 
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Mr. Callahat 

MrrMal<fee^ 
Mr. McGuire 

Mr. _ 

Mr. 


Mr, J, Edgar Hoower 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INlfflSTIGATIOH 
Pennsylvania Avenue & 9th Street, 
Washington, D.C, 


Dear Mir, Eooverr /t?y ^ j 

Enclosed kindly receive my study THE MHG-JENSEW 
mAGEDI It just came from the press as-^EKmiat^d 
May issue of the Magazine AMERICAN OPINION.,. 

It is — to the best of my knowledge — the first com¬ 
prehensive study of the case to appear in the U.S, 

I consider it a great privilege to send a copy to yoU/ 
our greatest and strongest guardian against Communists 
infiltration,. 

With the expression of my admiration, I remain. Sir, 


June 2S,. i960 

Mr. 

Miss 


Tery sincerely yours; 

















betrayal at the UN; THE STORY OF PAUL BANG-JENSEN 

f Paul^kg.tinsen was found by two men walking their 
twf\ ^^^S-Jeusen was the Danish diplomat who had made headlines 

81 witnSserir^pV® n° superiors at the UN Secretariat a list of 

nesses his word fh r Uprising. Bang-Jensen refused because he had given the wit- 

feared as did the tt ^ their identities. Bang-Jensen 

thev would he le^h tumed over to the UN Secretariat, 

lull ZwtdL f Russians. For their relatives and friends still in Hungary, 

ge in Russian hands could mean imprisonment or death. 

overtL’'lisr%aJ/Rr"T^ Hammarskjold's orders to turn 

duS Se W !af ^ protracted investigation into his con- 

1958’ UttS moS hhT f Secretary General on July 3, 

pocket Pan? 7.11 T note in his 

werfothe^rwh^ I t ^ "perfect suicide.- There 

cuSta^cerof?.Tf^ ® verdict. Two men who wanted to find out not only the cir- 

Copp and Marshall PeS^' also the facts of his life were authors DeWitt 

inside the UN durine tho w °n^ learn the answers to four questions: What happened 

Paul BaS-J^sen’ Uprising? Was Dag Hammarskjold justified in dismis^ng 

tr?gue‘T S^he'die L h*^^^ dangerous twilight zone of "foreign in- 

rigue uid he die by his own hand, or was the -perfect suicide--perfect murder? 

iS^igation^^^This is^ 7 ^^'^h ^J^^-densen, is the result of detailed, documented 

can will want to^ead. ^ ^^king, hard hitting, exiciting book that every thinking Ameri- 

■yoir“ocal''KoKtorr'’r AMERICAN! I£ this book Is not available at 

jfisher°s prloforjl’so ™ ™^^ENDENT AMERICAN at the regular pub- 





Now, this Professor Galbraith seems to be afraid of the automobile industry. And if,the 
were an ordinary Professor of Economics we wouldn*t have to worry. But when we realize 
that this Harvard Professor is the Number One economic advisor to President-elect 
Kennedy, then we know we’ve got a problem on our hands. 

In, a recent book Professor Galbraith expressed the thought that he thinks the individual 
Americans are too affluent. By this he means that the individual American, wage earner, 
tax-payer, has too much money to spend in the way he wants to spend it. So Professor 
Galbraith recommends that the government get a bigger share of the total amount of money- 
that a bigger government can do a better job of spending the family income. This then 
is the basic philosophy of Professor Galbraith, who is reported to be President-elect 
Kennedy’s Number One Choice for Secretary of Treasurey. Hold on to your pocketbooks, 
ladies and gentlemen, here come the Harvard Professors. 

FINAL ANNOUNCEMENT 

* * * * * * Vf * * * V? * * * * Vf * Vr * 


A tape recording of this broadcast is available on loan, free 
of charge, to subscribers of THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Newspaper. 

If you believe that these programs should be heard in your area 
on a regular basis - please contact Kent Courtney, and complete 
details as to local sponsorship by an ’’INDEPENDENT AMERICANS” 
Committee will be sent to you by return mail. 
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subject: POVL BAMx-JENSEN 

JlISCELLANEQUS- - INFORMATION CONCERNING I — 

[XESPIONAGE)! li-BCM,SSimm^Y_j£ b7c 

^ j ON_diiiliy_ 

1 I VOU-P/^ 

This memorandum sets forth the results of the review of 
testimony of DeWitt Copp, a writer, before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee in Executive Session on November 22, I960, 
regarding a book which Mr. Copp contemplates publishing in / 

January, 1961, under the title ,"Betrayal At The UN, The Story / 

,0f Paul Bang-Jensen." Bang-Jensen was a former United Nations k S 
employee who was found dead in New York around the end of 
November, 1959* His death was officially recorded as a suicide 
by the New York Police Department. However, during the past u. 

year there has been considerable agitation from a number of ; 

sources for an investigation into the death of Bang-Jensen, and ^\S 

allegations from a number of sources have been made in an effort \' ^ 
to show that Bang-Jensen *s death was engineered by the Soviets. 

Senator Dodd of Connecticut, a member of the Senate Intern^ 8 
Subcommittee, has been prevailed upon to conduct § 

hearings into the circumstances surrounding the death of Bang-Jensen. 5 
According to information previous ly received, mn ch of the pressure 
for these hearings is coming from i l a member of 

the Committee Staff. A review of the testimony of Mu. Copp 
indicates that his book will primarily feature a question / be 

previously raised in connection with the death of Bang-Jensen, 
namely, the whereabouts of Bang-Jensen from the time he left 
his home on a Monday morning until the following Thursday when 
his body was found. He also indicated that he had suspicions 
about the death of Bang-Jensen when he could not get information 
about the autopsy report from the New Yrvnir Pni ino uorja-p-hotoTTh, 

It appears that Mi?. Copp has talked to]_ J who was 

formerly connected with the Senate Intemal Security-Subcommittee, and 

he indicated that the FBI had been contacted in an effort to 

obtain information concerning Bang-Jensen. Copp also raised 

the question before the Committee as to the identity of the 

Soviets who desired to defect to the West and pointed out t hat 

the identities of these Soviets were known to Bang-Jensen. I f .v, 
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Memorandum to Mr. Belmont 
Ml_ MYL_ BAK&-JENSEN 


b3 


In connection with the reference to the FBI, it should 
he noted that Bang-Jensen was interviewed by the New YorJk: Office 

the Bureau in Sentember._ anri at that -hinio ho -pta-Pngpri_ 

to^ 


A Chech of Bureau files under the name of De¥itt Copp 
disclosed that he was named as one of the defendants in a suit 
filed by two officers of the Eadio Writers Guild in New York 
^ November, 1952, charging that a group of‘individuals that 
had accused the Guild of procommunist sympathies were guilty 
of violation of the Libel Laws. No other references were found 
in Bureau files concerning DeWitt Copp. 

OBSERVATTQNS t 


b3 


On the basis of the information set forth in the 
testimony of Mr. Copp, there appears to be nothing new regarding 
the death of Ba^-Jensen and no tangible evidence that his 
death was anything other than a suicide. We have reviewed 
various and sundry items during the past year that have been 
written concerning the death of Bang-Jensen, and our position 
has consistently been that on the basis of evidence available, 
the death was a suicide and a matter over which we had no 
jurisdiction.^ This position has been based primarily on the 
fact that we interviewed Bang-Jensen a year prior to his death at 
which time he refused to furnish 1nfnT»niat.inn ho anogorny 

had concerning certain I _ I 


ACTION; 




The above is for your information and it is recommended 
that one copy of the testimony of DeWitt Copp (attached) be placed // 
in the main file in this case. It should be/marhed “‘do not 
disseminate” inasmuch as the testimony was taken in Executive >7 
Session. 
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Memoranmm 

TO : Mr, A, H, fielmont^^^^ 


date: January 23, 1961 


FROM : Mr, W, A. Branigan. . QQr^Pjp fc NTlM caZ 

O ^ 

subject: POVL 3ANG-JENSEN A } /if 

MISCELLANEOUS r INFORTJIATION CONCERNING , \v^ * 

0SPIOMAGi^^U.) 

This memorandum is informative and advises of the receipt 
by Mr, DeLoach of the galley proofs on 1-20-61 of the staff report 
to the Internal Security Subcommittee, Committee on the Judiciary, 
87th Congress, regarding the case of Povl Bang-Jensen, former 

United Nations (UN) employee who was found dead in New York 

around the end of November, 1959, 

Since the death of Povl Bang-Jensen on Thanksgiving Day, 
1959, there has been considerable agitation for an official investi¬ 
gation to establish that his death was other than a suicide, which 
was the verdict returned after the investigation by the New York 
Police Department, Intermittently over the past several months 
Senator Dodd of Connecticut has called individuals to testify to 
circumstances surrounding the death of Povl Bang-Jensen, Previous 
information received indicat es that much o f the pressure for the 
hearings had its o rigin withi [ a member of the Committee 

Staff, On 1-20-61 I 


Ailiienzz: 

Cahahan_/- 


^j^^peLoach . VT... 
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Rosen _ 
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Trotter_ 

W.C. Sullivan , 
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b6 0 


The staff report is primarily an interpretation of events t 
taken from the Gross Committee report prepared by that Committee for 
the UN in connection with the suspension of Bang-Jensen at the UN 
in 1957, The summary conclusions (pages 11 and 12) point out that 
81 witnesses out of 111 who testified before the UN in connection with 
the investigation of the Hungarian Revolt, desired to remain anonymous; 
that Bang-Jensen had been authorized to assure the witnesses that 
their identities would be protected; v;ithout such assurances the 
information obtained by the UN Special Committee on Hungary could not</ 
have been obtained; and that after Bang-Jerjsen refused to make 


Mr, DeLoach 
Mr, Belmont 
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Memorandum Branigan to Belmont 
Re: Povl B anq~Jensen 



available to the UI’^ Secretariat the list of anonymous witnesses, 
he was suspended without being given a reason* The report concludes 
that the UN created a situation which would seriously impair, if 
not make it impossible, to conduct another investigation of the 
type conducted by the UN in connection with the Hungarian Revolt, 
should there be need for such an investigation at some future 
time, 

OBSERVATION : 

At this time it is not known whether this is or will be 
the final report on the Bang-Jensen hearings^ However, a review 
of the material which appears in the galley proofs of the staff report 
furnishes no basis for any action by the Bureau and adds nothing 
to the information which we have previously examined in connection 
with the Bang-Jensen case. 

ACTION: 


The above is for your information. 
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Povl Bang-Jensen, now deceased, a former employee of 
the United N’ations Secretariat, was dismissed from the United Nations 
in July, 1958. There were allegations of disagreement between the 
subject and Dag Hammarskjold, Secretary-General of the United Nations. 
The Bureau furnished information to the interested agencies of 
Government concerning the subject even though there was no active ^ 
investigation on the part of the Bureau. Considerable publicity arose^ 
following the apparent suicide of Bang-Jensen. 

The Senate Subcommittee on Internal Securit y has been 
making inquiry conc erning . in^ a tant mattftr . On 1-18-bl f | b3 

^ hdviaadJ_lof the Liaison Section that_be 


enclosec 


On 1-23-61 


that inasmucl 


landed t( 


Bureau files show thai 


fact that 
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II 


Bang-Jensen 

was interviewed toy Agents of the New Yorlc Office after riis dismissalbs 
from the United Nations, at which time he indicated he had a matter be 
to di .qp.YQfi witTi hi nVt n.niroy»ntiiowi- ^ hOWeVOr, he made no b7C 

comment 




I paid that the Bureau is not involved in this 

matter in any way and that he is passing this information on purely 
for information purposes* 
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II 


subject: POVL BANG^JENSEN /^S^« 

MISCEUAJ^US - INFORMTION CONCERNING 
I^SPIONAG^^^X 

SYNOPSIS ! 

This memorandum sets forth in summary form a review 
of the book entitled “Betrayal at the UN - The Stoiy of 
Paul Bang-Jensen," It documents Bang-Jensen^s career with 
the United Nations (UN), his participation in the investigation 
of the Russian suppression of the Hungarian Revolt and his 
ultimate dismissal from the UN for refusing to malce available 
a list of witnesses he had interrogated in connection with the 
UN investigation. The authors are DeWitt Copp and Marshall 
Peck, a novelist and reporter, respectively, who are World War 
veterans. No derogatory information appears in Bureau files, i 
concerning them. Four references appear to the FBI; none of/;l 
which are derogatory. One reference pertains to an interview ! 
with an unidentified FBI man regarding Bang-Jensen*^s contact a 
with the Bureau in 1958, It appears the authors are using / 
literary license in this instance since there is no record in , 
Bureau files of any contact of the Bureau by the authors 
regarding Bang^Jensen, Previously, public source information 
has, however, referred to the fact that Bang-Jensen did contact 
the Bureau prior to his death. The authors, in general, have 
concluded that Bang-Jensen may have been murdered because of 
some jtoowledge he had of the possible defection of a high Soviet 
official or officials. No new information regarding this matter 
appears in the book, Bang-Jensen refused to identify the 
supposed defectors when interviewed by the Bureau in September, 
1958 ♦ 

ACTION ? 

This is submitted for your'information. 
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A, H, Belmont 

Ret POVr. RAN fi>..TRWfiRN 


DETAILS : 


This memorandum sets forth in summary form results 
of a review of a book published in January, 1961, by DeWitt 
Copp and Marshall Peck entitled "Betrayal at the UN « The Story 
of Paul Bang-Jensen*" Specific references to the FBI are 
noted, including an alleged interview with an unidentified 
Agent regarding Bang-Jensen* This appears to be literary 
license taken by the authors as no record can be located 
regarding any contact concerning Bang-Jensen, 

Background Information and Summary Comments on the Book 

" Paul " Bang-Jensen was found dead in New York on 
Thanksgiving Day, 1959* The death was officially recorded as 
a suicide by the New York Police Department, There has been, 
however, considerable agitation and question as to whether 
Bang-Jensen actually committed suicide or whether his death 
was in some manner engineered by the Soviets because of his 
criticism of the handling of the investigation by the UN of 
the Russian suppression of the Hungarian Revolution in 1956, 

The book, by authors DeWitt Copp and Marshall Peck^ consists 
of 275 pages v/ith an additional 50 pages of appendices. The 
appendices cover various personal documents made available by 
Bang-Jensen‘s wife and certain excerpts from the hearings held 
by the UN which led up to the dismissal of Bang-Jensen for 
insubordination by the Secretary General of the UN, 

In summary, the book reviews Bang-Jensen‘^s 
participation in the investigation of the Hungarian Revolt, his 
disagreement with various officials of the UN regarding the 
preparation of the UN report involving the Hungarian Revolution; 
his refusal to make available a list of witnesses that he had 
interviewed regarding Soviet action in connection with the 
Hungarian Revolution and his ultimate dismissal from the UN, 

Ihe authors also concluded that because of the dangerous 
situation in which Bang-Jensen became involved in acting as a 
go-between for an unidentified Soviet official who planned to 
defect to the West there is the possibility that he was murdered 
by Soviet agents and that the murder was made to appear to be 
a suicide. 
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No tangible information has been produced by the 
authors to support these conclusions and no new information 
has been set forth regarding the possible defection of a 
Soviet official. In this connection it should be noted that 
Bang"Jensen was interviewed by our New York Office in 
September, 1958, and at that time refused to divulge the 
identities of the Soviets who were allegedly interested in 
defecting. He dismissed questions regarding this matter by 
stating that they had returned to the Soviet Union. ^ 

Bureau File Check Regarding Authors 

DeWitt Copp is a novelist and documentary film 
writer who teaches history at St. Lukes School, New Canaan, 
Connecticut, His film "The Day Before Tommorrow," produced 
by Warner Brothers, documented the work of the Ballistic 
Research Laboratories, Aberdeen, Maryland, and won for him a 
film Media Award for i960. 


Marshall Peck is a former reporter and editor of the 
Europe^ edition of the "New York Herald Tribune" and is now 
cable editor of the New York edition of the "Herald Tribune." 
Both Copp and Peck live in Lewisboro, New York, and both 
are veterans of World War II, No identifiable derogatoiy 
information has been found in Bureau files concerning the 
authors. 


References to the FBI 


References to the FBI appear in four places in the 
book by Copp and Peck, 


1, On page 20, referring to an interview with the 
wife of " Paul " Bang-Jensen, a statement appears to the effect 
that B^g-Jensen told his wife that he had told the FBI about 
conditions at the UN and that he didn*t want to put any thing 
in writing which his wife was urging him t.n at. that, 
Bang-Je nsen did malce charges concerning , 

I I and his rharcy<>s wava <iigRAtninatf>H rn iMTo-rAgTon 

including thd I 
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2* On page 251 the authors refer to comments attributed 
Jo ^ uiudentified FBI Agent indicating that Bang-Jensen came 
to the FBI in the Summer of 1958 and that he was interviewed 
at length* The unidentified FBI man is quoted as stating that 
he considered Bang-Jensen sane, careful and thorough in what 
he said but that it involved a matter upon which the FBI could 
not act* No references can be found in Bureau files indicating 
that the authors at any time interviewed an Agent or official 
of the Bureau regarding Bang-Jensen* It should be noted, 
however, that immediately following his death, press releases 
by Robert Morris and news articles that appeared concerning 
Bang-Jensen indicated that he had contacted the Bureau, Ihis 
fact was also known by his wife* It appears that the authors 
are utilizing literary license in writing the book to discredit 
allegations by certain officials of the UN that Bang-Jensen 
was mentally unstable. These allegations were based on the fact 
that Bang-Jensen had consulted psychiatrists on several occasions 
prior to his death* 


. 3, A third reference to the FBI appears on page 254 

in the narrative of conversations between the reporter (who 
represents the authors) and his editor for whom he is allegedly 
investigating the Bang-Jensen death* He refers to the fact 
that Bang-Jensen did not talk in specifics until after his 

from the UN in 1957 and his ultimate dismissal in 
1958 by the Secretary General of the UN. This reference again 
indicates that Bang-Jensen had talked to the FBI and to Robert 
Morns who was foraerly with the Senate Internal Security 

involved speculation as to the identity of 
the Russian defector or defectors. 


4, The fourth reference to the FRT appears on page 
260 and is attributed to |a friend of 

ixl 


Bang*-Jensen who is Executive of the Council 

Apinst Communist Aggression* |_^deplores the fact that 

the jurisdiction of the FBI is limited in dealing with "traitors* 
at the UN, No derogatory comments appear in the book regarding . 
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Soviet diplomat, ^ _j ICEROX- 
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editorial Copy 

With the Compliments of 

The DEVIN-ADAIR Company 

23 East 26th Street, New York 10, N. Y. 


This copy carries with it permission 
to quote in a periodical or radio re¬ 
view up to 750 words, provided 
full credit is givien to title, author, 
and publisher. All other permis¬ 
sions to quote from this book for 
any purpose whatsoever must be 
requested and secured in writing 
from the publisher. 

Please send two clippings or ^ copies of your review* 
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<Nrl f? 


_[refers to a repjy 

receivea rrom rne Kureau t/n whirh if was onintefl mit that 

Bang-Jensen^s charges aga/inst th( of the 

appeared to be an aciministrative fflatter and that 
uu actxon was contemp lated by the Bureau in the absence of a 
specific request from | l or the Department of 

Justice* This is base^on a Bur eau letter dat ed December 30. 

1957, to I yth a copy to 

f ine qnesTinns 

raised involve pHtnar-il^ nllegefl VnnwlAt^crA nn -f-TiA nar-t- n-F_ 

Bang-Jenser . as' to l _| 

I We interviewed Bang-Jensen regarding this matter in 
aeptemoer. 1 958. ‘and he infused to furnish us any data regarding 

I We^Tumished rhe Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 
^^conriaqntial basis, background data in June, 1960, concerning 
the Bang-Jensen case, including th e fact we had,interviewed 
Eang-Jensen cqncemingl bnd that he had refused to 

furnish any data to usT-^ 

RECOMIENDATIoL b3 


1 ,. . rec ommende d that the proposed draft be returned ' 

^ a >-■ VO liaison^-^d thatl _|be advised we have no objection 

^ I to reference to the Bureau*s position as it appears in the final 
f ll provided the word "concluded" is del eted and the word ^ 

I ST} "advised" is substituted for it* pen cc 
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DETAILS 


of a conv n-PF 


This Tnemorandum advises of the receipt via liaison 
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Povl Bang»Jensen, a former United Nations (UN) employee, 
was found dead on Thanksgiving Day, 1959, in New York* As a 
result of considerable agitation from various groups. Senator 
Dodd of Connecticut, a member of the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee, has conducted hearings into the circumstances 
surrounding the death of Bang-Jensen* One of the major issues 
involved is the question as to the ha ndling of information 
which Bang-*Jensen allegedly had as tol I_ 


b3 


accoraing -cn nress rp>r>ftrT?' 


Prior to his death. Bang-.jepsen^ 


conxacxea | 

^ a reprosohtatlve of the U. Mission to t he UN, in an 


and 


ciiort to arrange an interview with 


Senator Dodd requested r<*rt.aiTi infnrmatinn fromf 


b3 




In the proposed roply Siihtnittf>rl h’d I 

I (draft is attached)" I _ hsgxs fo rth 


2 
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_] We pointed out that inquiries 

by the II, S, UN Mission indicated that Bang-<Jensen‘^s charges 
were without substance and that, on the basis of previous 
information furnished, the situation appeared to involve an 
administrative matter and that no action was conte mplated by 
the Bure a u in the abs ence of a specific request fronj] 

or the Department of Justice* 


OBSERVATIONS: 




It appears that, thp mmmpntR in i-Tip last paragraph 

of the proposed draft _ reply are based 

on the December 30, ly57, letter to| ~| 

a copy of which was “ ‘ 


1957, letter to| 
designated for flle^ 
_pNfo reques 


__request was receivea 

suhseauent to that t ime from either the Department or[ 


diiegations againsT 


] 


•pAr an •invgtg-<--iorai--ir>n iwmitr-itior Pgnor-.-T/attcor>f o 




We interviewed Bang-Jensen in September, 1958, in an 
effort to detemine whether there was basis for any action 
by the Bureau in the Bang-Jensen case* At that time he ref used 
to furnish us any data regarding all eged! ^ nd 

d^gmissed the matter by stating that 
_pe admitted at ti 


iiai lime tuat nis prime 
inrerest was securing reinstatement in his $17,000-a-year 
position at the UN* In this connection it should be noted that 
we received an inquiry from the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee in June, 1960, for background information in the 
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TOP ^K£.T,. 


b3 


Bang-Jensen matter. It was recommended and approved that we 
furnish to Senator Eastdan^, on a confidential basis, a summaiy 
of the data available in our files regarding Bang-Jensen and 
that we include with the public source material the fact that 

B^g"Jensen wa s interviewed in Sentemher _1958, regarding 

allegations of|_ land was request ed 


b3 


to furnish data concerning! 
according to Bang-Jensen,r I We 

noted in the summary thgt pang"Jensen rerusea to rurnisn the 


tttT 


nd that he made unsupported allegations 


TTlig mac /I-i ooQTO-i 


1 


I _ _ l in the form 

ur inaiviQuai memoranaa involving each person concerning whom 
Bang-Jensen furnished information. 


RECOMMENDATION ; 

In V1PW n-P tTiA flhnvA_ig 

proposed draft of 

dated February pe r&Tumaa tn 

I H be advised we have no objection to the 

rererence to the Bureau as it appears in the final paragraph 
of the proposed draft provided the word 'concluded* be deleted 
and the word "advised” be substituted for it. 


recommended that the 
reply to Senato r Dodd 
liaiso; 
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;iaison and that[ 
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forced to live where they 
don^t want to. What is to be 
the end of this unlawful in¬ 
terference by the federal 
government with the rights of 
the states and the people? 
What is to prevent some petty 
bureaucrat, for instance, from 
telling a white or Negro or 
Chinese or Italian or Irish 
family to move out of one 
neighborhood and- into another 
in order to achieve a spurious 
'equalization* in the public 
schools? The school population 

Foregoing items covered in Mutual 
♦ * 

i Bo — 

WAS IT MURDER? 

I AT Tmm by DeWitt 

t Gopp arid MarshaTl Peck, 335 
I pages, Deviri’-Adair,N,Y. ,$A. 75 
Povl Bang-JenTerP was a 
I Danish diplomat at the United 
I Nations. It fell to his lot 

i to have a part — a most im- 

I portant part - in a belated 
and reluctant investigation 
by a UN commission of the 
brutal suppression by Soviet 
tanks and troops of the Hun¬ 
garian freedom revolt. In 
case anyone has forgotten, 
Nikita Khrushchev earned his 
sobriquet of Butcher of Buda¬ 
pest in this example ofs'co¬ 
existence* with one of'his 


5 

of Washington, D.C. - which 
was integrated five years ago- 
is now 70% Negro. Are the 
families who moved out of the 
District into Maryland and 
Virginia (some of them federal 
bureaucrats who talk loudly 
about the horrors of segrega¬ 
tion) to be told to move back 
to Washington so as to even 
up the school population? Then 
supposedly, we will all, Ne¬ 
groes and whites, be really 
'free* - the way Khrushchev*s 
slaves in Soviet Russia are. 

network broadcast 2fl9f6i 


own satellite countries. 

On July 3, 1958, Secretary 
General Dag Hamnarskjold fir¬ 
ed Bang-Jensen from the United 
Nations on what many believe 
were trumped-up charges. On 
Thanksgiving Day, 1959, Bang- 
Jensen*s body was found in a 
wooded park in Queens County, 
New York, with a bullet 
through his head. It was 
called suicide. 

These are the very bare 
facts. Behind them lies a 
great mystery. Judge Robert 
Morris, who had a small part 
in attempting to solve it, 
once said that 'the Bang- 
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Jensen case is bigger than 
the Hiss case.’ 

Presumably, Bang-Jensen*s 
great crime was that he in¬ 
sisted on protecting the 
identities of 81 Hungarian 
witnesses who testified be¬ 
fore the UN commission of 
which he was deputy secretary. 
Protecting them from whom? 
From the Butcher of Buda¬ 
pest’s representatives who 
are our colleagues in the 
United Nations. But there was 
more to it than that - a 
knowledge on Bang-Jensen *s 
part of strange and insidious 
influences in the Secretariat 
of the United Nations; a So¬ 
viet citizen or citizens 
ready to defect to the Ihited 
States; a pervading blindness 
in U.S. official circles. 

DeWitt Copp, novelist and 
documentary film writer, and 
Marshall Peck, reporter and 
editor, set out to solve the 
mystery. They have not done 
so entirely, but in a breath- 
takingly dramatic story (fic¬ 
tional mysteries are pale and 
pallid imitations by compar¬ 
ison) they throw a brilliant 
light into many dark corners 


of the Bang-Jensen case, to 
say nothing of that heap of 
glass and stone on the East 
River in New York which Presi¬ 
dent Kennedy has called (he 
may one day rue those words) 
‘our last best hope. * 

ffilRAYAL AT THE UN has al¬ 
ready caused quite astir, but 
it must be a swelling and in¬ 
sistent chorus against power¬ 
ful forces if the mystery is 
ever to be completely solved. 
The tremendous question, of 
course, was and is: Was Bang- 
Jensen* s death, leaving a wife 
and five children to whom he 
was deeply devoted, suicide 
or murder? The aitthors, after 
examining all the evidence on 
which they could lay hands, 
and interviewing everyone 
they could possibly reach, 
quote Bang-Jensen*s country¬ 
men: ‘No matter who pulled 
the trigger, it was murder.* 
This is a sensational book. 
Perhaps only a Senate com¬ 
mittee, with the power of 
subpoena - and intestinal 
fortitude above and beyond 
the call of duty - can supply 
the sequel. 

“ Rosal 


V’^JOprdon 


FORBIDDEN FRUIT IN USSR 

“Igor Alexandrovich’s most beloved possession is a new 
Moskovitch car which cost him S2,600 cash. Yet Igor’s salary 
as manager of a Moscow variety store is only 135 a week. 
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This memorandum sets forth the results of a review of 
daiiev proofs of the Staff Qommittee Report of the Senate Internal 
^ecuri'ty Subcommittee, Committee on the Judiciary, 8 'pth Congress, 
regarding the case of Povl Bang-Jensen, former United Nations 
employee who was found dead in New York in November, 1959* ^ke 
^ originals of the galley proofs were made available to the Bureau 
I through Mr* DeLoach on March 24 and were returned to the Committee 
on March Bf* No new information has been found vStich will warrant 
any action by the Bureau in the Bang-Jensen case* Two references to 
the Bureau are noted* 

Since the death of Bang-Jensen on Thanksgiving Day, 1959> 
there has been considerable agitation for an investigation to 
determine whether his death was a suicide as it was found to be 
by the New York Police Department* Intermittently during the past 
year. Senator Dodd (D* - Conn*), Vice-Chairman of the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee, has been calling individuals for the purpose 
^ » 0/ developing information regarding the death of Bang-Jensen* The 
I Staff Report (Photostat attached) bears the date January l 6 , 1961 * 

% I This Report is primarily a review of evidence involving 

^ X Bang-Jensen's disagreement vAth various officials of the United Nations* 
attempt is made to justify the investigation on the theory that 
the Bang-Jensen case shows a lack of proper security measures in 
United Nations and that this situation has a bearing on the 
^^^security of the United States* It does not produce any new data or 
^^^tnformation to show that the Soviets were responsible for the death 
ao<**o/ Bang-Jensen as has been alleged nor is any additional data set 

forth as to the identities of certain potential Soviet defectors witfi / 
vhom Bang-Jensen was allegedly in contact* (In this connection, "7 
Bang-Jensen was inter viewed in September* 1 QK 8 , a nd refused to furnish 
us any data regarding I I We so advised the 
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^^enate Internal Security Subcommittee 
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The Report concludes, in summary, that Bang-Jensen's request 
to pass vital information to the United States through 

o f\ I b3 


_I 

The only references that appear to the FBI in the Report 
are the followings 


1 , Page ly sets forth information taken from the "Expose of 
Soviet Espionage" prepared bu the Bureau in Mav. 1 Q 60 . r(>fe>-r-rir>n -f-.n 


C 


~\ This ddtd involves\ 

-1 ^ 




conzact with 
lea to the dismvssui 




, - uj ),ns 

hrtrl tht> n’rn+-} 


] J-nis aava is usea zo comraatct conclusions of the 


investigating committee of the United Nations that handled the 
. Bann-Jensen case that f.hpre vvp e no leaks of information to the ^,\ 
I _ \and that security was adequate^ 


# ' V> 

2^ Reference to the. Bureau appears on page 46 and refers to 


a letter from 


"- ^ I_ ,in response to inquiries from the 

Senate Internal aecurizy isubcommizzee during February, i 96 i. This 
reference merely refers to the fact that i nformation, regarding 


Bang-Je nsen's request to se>A 
to both 


Bureau had 


and 


by Mr, Bang-Jensen in the form of charges against the Secretary- 
General of the United Nations appeared to constitute an administra¬ 
tive matter and that Bureau contemplated no investiaation in the 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ M I I I .r, r r 

I or the 

\ioted that neither 


absence of a specific request from 
Department of Justice, The letter fror\ 


- w --1 ■ ^ f 1,/w f vw V Vi g 

Department had in its possession any information which would warrant 
a request for action by the Bureau, 


AGTIONs 

This is submitted for your information. 
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_ in 1957 was made available 

the Bureau and that the 
] that the data furnished 
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This memorandum is informative^ By memorandum oj/l_ 

May 8 , 1961 , it was recommended that Mr* BeLoaoh make arrangements 
to examine documents referred td as journals during the course of (/ 
testimony by the widow of Povl Bang-^ensen before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee* The testimony which was taken on April 19, 
19^1$ '^ci.s classified '*Top Secret'* by the Committee and the Committee 
suggested that Mrs* Bang-Jensen might want to leave the records in 
the custody of the Committee with the understanding that she could' 
have access to them at any time* 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee has held hearings 
intermittently during the past year into circumstances pertaining 
to the death of Povl Bang-Jense^, a former United Nations employee 
who was found dead in New York in November, 1959* have previously 
preferred to galley proofs of the Staff Committee Report and since 
.the references to the journals appeared to be a separate operation 
as far as the Committee was concerned, it was deemed advisable to 

^^xa^ine them* EX-118 Sd 

A review of the material obtained from the Committee indi- 
cates that the journals are in the nature of a 

Jensen showing his contact with various members oj vne'unitea States 
Mission to the United Nations and'of various otheivitvrjinc^hich 
he engaged prior to his death* There is a reference on pag^'^lZ 
(see attachment) indicating that he had agreed to speak to the 
Birector* This apparently has reference to a suggestion made by 
Robert Morris who was formerly connected with the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee* It will be recalled that Morris advised us 
that he had suggested that Bang’-Jensen see the Birector regarding 
information which he allegedly had concerning Soviet infiltration 
into the United Nations* Bang-Jensen was ultimately interviewed by 
Special Agent in Charge Simon in September, 19$^> ctt which time 
Simon was assigned as Assistcmt Special Agent in Charge in the 
New York Office*!^, Bang-Jensen refused to fi^jmish us any information 
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upon which the Bureau could act and refused to identi 


'The material which is apparently written in the hand- 
writing of Bang-Jensen is difficult to read; however, it appears 
to contain no data which will require any further action by the 
Bureau* This case has been reviewed on several occasions and 
no basis for investigation has been found to date so far as the 
Bureau is concerned* 

BBaOMMEMDATlON: 


be closed* 


In view of the above, it is requested that this case 


s 

















